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APRIL 16,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
WEDNESDAY, April 16, 1902.

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
Hexry N. CoupEN, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 11854. An act making appropriations for the service.of
the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1903;

and
H. R. 12536. An act to further amend section 2399 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States.
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the
following titles:
5. 181. An act granting an increase of pension to William C.
David:
S. 201
S. 721
Dickey;
i 8. gﬁl. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Am-
TOO0K;
ngt.gag An act granting an increase of pension to George H.
S. 1285. An act granting an increase of pension fo Elizabeth

Steele:
S. 1678. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles B.
‘Wingfield;
S. 2063. An act granting a pension to Ida S. McKinley;
WS},I. 2(1]79. An act granting an increase of pension to William
eeler;

8. 2327. An act granting an increase of pension to William

. An act granting a pension to Jane K. Hill:
. An act granting an increase of pension to Lavalette D.

oag:
S. 2329. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter Bitt-
man;
8. 2877. An act to remove the charge of desertion standing
against the record of Thomas Blackburn;
8. %G%ﬂiien act granting an increase of pension to Emma Sophia
S. 3103, .Azl;’act granting an increase of pension to Susan Hays;
S. 3378, An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah Anne
Harris;
S. 3388.

son;
S. 3300.
S. 8849,

An act granting an increase of pension to John Peter-

Anact granffiagan increase of pension to Charles Allen;
An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. H.

Luce:

S. 3095,

S. 4022,
‘Brown: o l

S. 4404, An-act granting an increase of pemsion to Otto H. |
Haselinan;

S. 4414. An act granting an increase of pension to Albertine [
Schoenecker; and

S, 4643. An act granting an increase of pension to Phoebe L.

Peyton.
ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it-
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 12765); and pending
that, I ask unanimous consent that general debate be closed on
Friday at 3 o'clock.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill
H. R. 12765; and pending that, also asks unanimous consent
that general debate npon this bill be closed on Friday next at 3
o'clock p.m. Is there objection?

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like to ask my colleague if it would
not be possible to incorporate with his request a proposition to
meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow and Friday.

Mr. PAYNE. I would have no objection to that myself.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York amends his
request, and asks that the sessions of the House to-morrow and
Friday commence at 11 o'clock. Is there objection?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, I wish fo
make a statement. Inasmuch as there has been some divisionon
this side of the House as well as on the other side on this propo-
sition, I want to make this statement, Mr. ker. I shall not
object to this request, but I want to notify ntlemen on this
side of my position, because if any other gentleman desires to
object he may do so. Now, Mr. S er, when this bill was
taken up the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] asked to

An act granting a pension to Susan E. Cleark; |
An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E. |

close this general debate—it was taken up on Tuesday of last
week—he asked to close general debate——

Mr. PAYNE. On Fri ‘1¥ of last week,

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). On Friday of
last week, as I remember. The gentleman frem Louisiana [Mr.
RoOBERTSON]|, one of the strongest opposers of the bill on this
side of the House, suggested to him to close it on yesterday.
That was Tuesda; e week of debate—and to that the gentle-
man from New York himself objected. :

Mr. PAYNE. I wish right there to say—

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not finding fanlt. So
that we have had a longer time than the gentleman from Lonuisi-
ana asked for the general debate. Now, as I understand it, the
gentleman comes and is willing to continue debate until Friday
evening at 3 o'clock. In order that all gentlemen may under-
stand it, I make this statement, and so far as I am concerned, I
am satisfied with the general debate.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi.
unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that general debate close
on Friday at 3 o’clock, and on that I demand the previous question,

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that
general debate close on Friday at 8 o’clock, and on that demands
th%ﬁrevioma question.

e question on ordering the previous question was put; and
the Speaker announced that the ayes appeared to have it.

Several MEMBERS. Division!

Mr. BARTLETT. A liamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker, I
desire t?,o know whether this is on the previous question, or what
is it on %

The SPEAKER. The vote is on ordering the previous question.

The House divided; and the Speaker announced 103 in the
affirmative.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr.
Speaker. Can I not withdraw the objection?

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a parliamentary

inqui nding a vote.

Mr. Et C DSON of Tennessee. The gentleman states he
wishes to withdraw his objection, and if that is done it will ob-
viate the whole trouble.

The SPEAKER. The Chair must call the attention of the
House to the fact that it is in the midst of a vote, and the gentle-
man will have to ask unanimous consent. .

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the proceedings be vacated and that the suggestion made by
the gentleman fromp New York be to.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that the present proceedings be vacated and that
the request of the gentleman from New York be agreed to.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. Those opposed to ordering the previous ques-
tion will rise. Ninety-nine votes in the negative. On this ques-
tion the yeas are 103 and the nays 99. The ayes have it, and the
previous question is ordered.

The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from New
Yorlk to limit general debate to 8 o’clock p. m. on Friday next.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Hay) there were ayes 107, noes 120.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 153, nays 124,
answered ** present ’’ 8, not voting 70; as follows:

I object to the request for

YEABS—158, e

Acheson, Butler, Pa. Griggs, Lawren
Adams, Candler, Grosvenor, Zgﬂaler,ce'
Adamson, Cannon, Grow, Lever,
Allen, Ky. Clayton, Hanbury, Lewis, Pa.
Allen, Me. Conner, Haskins, Littauer,

11, Del. Cooper, Wis, Hemenway, .Jocl&

nkhead, Crum; er, enry, Co M
Barney, Currier, Henry, Miss. McClellan,
Bartholdt, * Cu Hill, MeLain,
Bartlett, Dalze Hitt, Mahon,
Bates, Davidson, Holliday, Mann,
Beidler, Deemer, Howar Marshall,
Bingham, Douglas, Howell, Martin,
Elagkhurn. Driscoll, Hull, Mercer,
Boutell, Elliott, Irwin, Mickey,

wersock, i) Jenkins, Miller,
Bowie, eely, Johnson, Man(_auk
Brantloy, Foerderer, Jones, Va. Moody, N. C.
Brick, 088, Joy, Moody, Oreg.
Bristow, Foster, Vt Kel Morgan,
Brownlow, Fowler, Ketcham, Morrell,
Bull Yox, Kluttz, M a
Borke 8. Dak.  Gaies, W.Va, Knspp, Mudd,
Burkett, Gibsor Knox, Nevin,
;T.u “gt}‘i. g Hﬂt Y. Kyle, 8’:}?“”‘

urne lett, Mass. Lacey,

Burton, Graff, Landyls. Overtiecat.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO




CONGRESSIONAL: RECORD—HOUSE. )

ker, Schirm, Sulloway, Wadsworth, For this vote:
Pasiston, b, S Btk it NS Mr. Evaxs with Mr. LASSITER.
Pgifm Siblté;c‘ '1'3;101—: Ala, Watson, | Mr. DayToN with Mr. GLENN,
mwelm Mass. Eﬁfﬁ; > '%Eoms& Towa gt.eelar, Mr. Wu. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SHAFROTH,
galey, OWE. o itwms, Mi Mr. LovERING with Mr. LEwIs of Georgia.
ot gﬁ:ﬁ?ﬁ%‘k, %furﬁa]k'ins. Ohio %tmﬂ. 2 On this bill except final 3
Ri:ﬁhr.;%on‘ Ep{:l’{{. ITJDn e, ‘Woods. Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts with Mr. THAYER, i
B SPAB HORTSC Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no”’ on the roll A
m,:mgh‘ 'gﬁ‘:’;,“ A :—vﬁ?ﬁf" I find I am announced as paired. " T therefore withdraw my vote
NAYS 194 and wish to be recorded asA: present.”’ Hor 3 3t
: Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I am paired with my co! e, Mr.
o %‘;ﬁ&?‘ taort. B Ea: GorpoN, who is absent this morning, I desire to withdraw my
Bell, Esch, McAndrews, Robinson, Ind. vote and be recorded as *‘ present.”’
Bishop, Fitzgerald, i{ﬂgﬁwﬁ gobil-{ﬂmna Nebr.. Mr. CAPRON. Being paired with the gentleman from Illinois,
e Floteher. McDormott,  Selby. My, T, Iwish fo withdzaw my vote and be recorded * present.
Bro Flood, MecLachlan, Shackleford, The result of the vote was announced as above stated.
'mé’{age, :E?;{.'ﬂ-? 'Il‘i g‘i:ddoi. %:ﬁc;%?::,ﬂ sl HOUR OF MEETING FOR NEXT TWO DAYS.
] A Mahoney, P
e e G;}%‘,’f‘;,‘ Srich. Maynar Smith, . Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the House meet
R i Moswia  BWAREG | “Tho SPRAKER. s fhero objection? The Chair b
well, och, eyer, v B O, ¢ . Is there objection? e ears mone,
Cassingham Griffith, Miers, Ind. Smith, 8. W. s
Clark, y Hamilton, Minor, Snodgrass, and it is so ordered.
Cochran, E‘.:s}wm ﬁ@}."& -gl‘;:;’k;m - BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS,
Coombs, Hepburn, Mutchler, Stark, Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, to-morrow was set apart by unani-
8&2‘“’?' ?:cfmfarﬁ =5 g%hgm‘ jgzggg;z&mm mous consent for the business of the Committee on War Claims.
Cowherd, Jeckeon Md,  Narton, sutherland, In order to obviate any parliamentary difficulty, and so that the
Creamer, Jones, Wash. g:?iy' = %mabt;mt?, debate on the pending b fmay go on, I ask that next Tuesday be
Crowley, Kern, gett, T substituted for business of our committee.
Sanume, s T N N, e, e N . The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on War
Darragh, Lamb, Prince, Vandiver, Claims [Mr. Manox] asks that next Tuesday be set a for the
3::?5‘911‘? j[‘?ﬁhlf;m' gﬂisdﬁll‘lﬂ‘ “"‘,’3;';::"- consideration of business from that committee. Is there objec-
De Armond, Little, Rhea, Va. White, tion? The Chair hears none. It is so ordered,
Dick, hi}'_tigaﬁaldﬁ. %*it;g;l'dwn» A gy . RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA.,
; i The SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion of the
ANSWERED “PRESENT "8,
itleman from New York [Mr. PAv~NE], that the House resolve
Belmont, Finley, Leowis, Ga. T itself into Committee of the KV]]O]G on the state of the Union for
Sy aadl, Showa‘fe o YR PO the further consideration of House bill 12765. J
Ak A NOT VO‘I‘KIfh(:—uO. i The motion was ag"reetli to. 5 5 eh
Alexander, ¥, ahn. yan, The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
]anmh""cg' Eg};:ﬁer N.J. ﬁt;?f?,‘..cm“de m Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the
Benton, | Gill, Latimer, Sheppard, chair, and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12765) to
Blakeney, G 1 Jester, R, provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba.
Burk. Pa. Gorory. Pt e il i The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires tostate that in view of the
Calderhead, Graham, Moody, Smith,Wm, Alden | limitation which the House has put upon debate on this bill, and
Chael, Gread 1o lqug‘li’r]f::&& gtt‘:‘?;:}t‘ Y in consideration of the number of gentlemen who have asked an
Coopee, Tex T, | B ol S opportunity to speak, it will be im?csaibla for the Chair to recog-
Consins, Hedge, Pearre, Tompkins, N. Y. nize any gentleman for an hour. If the time that the Chair may
Cromer. Henry, Tex. Porkins, Trimble, allot to any of the various gentlemen wuo are to speak should be
Cummings, Hildebrant, Powers, Me. Wooten, = ded. it t be with the distinct derstandi that th
Dayton. Hopkins, Randell, Tex, ‘Wright, extended, 1t mus Wil e net unders mg the ex-
De Graffenreid, Hughes, Reeder, Young. tension will probably exclude some member from the privilege
Dovener, dack, Rumple, of speaking who would otherwise be enabled to speak. Sbm:sd
Draper, Jett, Ruppart.

So the motion of Mr. PAYNE was agreed to.

The following pairs were announced:

For the session:

Mr. KaaN with Mr. BELMONT.

Mr. BoreING with Mr. TRIMBLE.

Mr. Younag with Mr. BENTON.

Mr. WrIGHT with Mr. HaLL.

Until further notice:

Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. GORDON.

Mr, CAPrRON with Mr. JETT.

Mr. Enpy with Mr. SHEPPARD.

AMr. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN.

Mr. STeELE with Mr, CooPER of Texas.

Mr. GiLLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. NAPHEN,
Mr. Jack with Mr. FINLEY.

Mr. BaBcock with Mr. CUMMINGS.

Mr. HEDGE with Mr. SMaALL,

For this day:

Mr. HauGEN with Mr. SALMON.

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. RANXDELL of Texas.
Mr. HopgiNs with Mr. LESTER.

Mr. GiLL with Mr. LATIMER.

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT.

Mr. Cousins with Mr. BELLAMY.

Mr. REEDER with Mr. HENRY of Texas,

Mr, ConNELL with Mr. WoOTEN.

Mr. GrRAHAM with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN,

Mr. DoVENER with Mr. NEWLANDS,

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. RyYAN.

My, TILDEBRANT with Mr. SULZER.

M. RumMpPLE with Mr. GOLDFOGLE.

Mr. BUrk of Pennsylvania with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania.
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr, DE GRAFFENREID,

extensions of time be asked, it will be for each member to under-
stand that the extension in favor of one gentlen.an may shut out
some other. The Chair thinks it fair to make this statement be-
fore the debate begins, so that every member of the House may act
accordingly. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS]
is recognized for forty-five minutes.

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, by way of preface to my re-
marks, and in order that my attitude toward the existing tariff law
may not be misconstrued or misunderstood here orelsewhere, I de-
desire to say to the committee that I am a strong and I trust a con-
sistent believer in the theory of protecting against the competition
of foreign products and foreign labor every American industry,
mannfacturer, or laborer in need of protection. If a high rate of
duty is necessary to accomplish this, Fam for the high rate; if a low
rate of duty will serve the purpose, I am for the low rate. If the
free entry of any product or artivle will not diminish American
wages or restrict the American production of that article, I am
for placing that product or article npon the free list and giving
the benefit of lower prices to the many rather than imposing a
tariff on it for the benefit of the few who invariably profit by
such conditions. So much for my personal views and attitunde on
the policy of protection.

Almost from the fall of the Speaker’s gavel at the beginning of
this session of Congress our ears have been assailed with frantic
appeals for action in behalf of poor, distressed Cuba. Those ap-
peals have come from the corridor, the lobby, the committee
room, the floor of the House, the press of the country, and have
grown more and more frantic as the days have passed, until the
cry is now almost hysterical. Certain gentlemen on the floor of
this House and many newspapers throughout the country are
greatly agitated and disturbed over the financial and physical
condition of our wards in the island of Cuba; and they propose to
cut our tariff in order that those wards may be insured peace,
plenty, prosperity, and consequent happiness.
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ArriL 186,

I have listened to all these_urguments, entreaties, appeals, and

" supplications with close interest, fondly hoping that I might

hear some faint, feeble word of encouragement held out to our
own people along the line of tariff reduction in their interest.
But thus far I have strained my ear droms in vain. Apparently
the programme is to help Porto Rico, help Hawaii, help the Philip-
pines, help Cuba, help everybody on Gog‘s green footstool except
the people nnfortunate enough to live in the United States. For
them the Dingley rates, now and forever.

The Dingley bill was a wonderfully conceived piece of con-
structive legislation, and has accomplished truly wonderful re-
sults in restoring prosperity to a country that had been prostrated
in an attempt to conform itself to Democratic notions of and ex-
periments on a tariff policy. But great as was that bill and mar-
velous as were the results obtained under its provisions, neither
its greatness nor its results are sufficient to make of it a deity
before whom the American people must forever bow their heads
nor dare lift their eyes to the face of their god, much less to ques-
tion his imperious will.

At its incegtioa the Dingley bill was far from perfect, and was
so admitted by some of its warmest friends. The rates imposed
by many of its schedules were much higher than were necessary
to adequately protect American capital and labor, and in one in-
stance af least, which I shall later point out, no duty whatever
should have been imposed. The article should have remained on
the free list, where it had been from the foundation of the Gov-
ernment, except for a period of about thirty years between 1842
and 1872. I refer to the tariff on hides of cattle, which, so far as
concerns both the manufacturer and workman of the United
States, are and always must be classed as raw material. Durin
this great outburst of generosity on the part of Congress towar
the people of Cuba I propose to test Congressional magnanimity
toward good, plain, honest, everyday American citizens by coup-
ling with our gift to Cuba a wee, little, tiny crumb of comfort to
our own people, which isembodied in an amendment to the pend-
ing bill which at the proper time I shall offer and which I now
send to the desk to be by the Clerk,

The Clerk read as follows:

‘5‘323 él.nghnt on ugcli after the passage of this act the raw or uncured
hides of cattle, whether the same be dry, salted, or pickled, shall, when im-

rted, be exempt from duty. 4
PO Paragraph 447, Bchedule N, of the act entitled ‘An aet to provide revenue

for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United States,
approved July 24, 1897, is hereby repealed.”

Mr. ROBERTS. When the bill now under consideration and
discussion by the committee came before the House a week ago
last Tuesday, on the motion of the gentleman from New York
[Mr: PavxE], chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means,
the Speaker of this House twice ruled that it was a bill affecting
the revenues, and as such gained its privileged status. I assume
the chairman of this committee, himself a sound and able parlia-
mentarian, will follow the precedent established by our distin-
Eu'shﬁd and learned Speaker, whose knowledge of garliamentary

w and procedure is second to that of none of his illustrions
predecessors, and if called upon to rule on that question will rule
that, this being a bill affecting the revenues, any amendment that
affects the revenues will be in order. Upon this assumption I
shall address the remainder of my remarks to reasons why the
amendment I shall offer later should be adopted.

A little history as to the tariff on hides may not be out of place
at this point. l'].?‘yrcvm the foundation of the Government down to
the year 1842 no one ever thought of placing a duty on hides. In
that year, by reason of a deficit in the Treasury, brought about
by Executive veto of two tariff bills, it became necessary to raise
money to cover that deficit, and so for the first time hides were
taxed the enormous rate of 5 per cent ad valorem. That tax re-
mained until 1857, when if was reduced to 4 per cent, and it con-
tinued at 4 per cent until March, 1861, when it was restored to
b per cent. Six months later, in August, 1861, when it became
necessary to raise money to carry on our great civil war, the duty
was inereased to 10 per cent ad valorem. That was a time when
everything in sight was taxed, and when light and air would have
been taxed could they have been measured or their value computed.

The duty remained at 10 per cent from 1861, owing to the exi-
gencies of the Government, until 1872, when hides were again
placed on the free list.

There were many tariff revisions subsequent to that of 1872,
among them the McKinley bill, which had protection for itscorner
stone, but in none of those bills was a penny of tariff levied on hides.

In 1897 it was proposed to once more tax hides and every other
description of skins except fur skins 25 per cent ad valorem; but
when the smoke of battle had cleared away it was discovered that
all other skins had escaped the Dingley drag net except hides of
cattle, and they were entangled in its meshes with a duty of 15
per cent ad valorem—a duty three times greater than when the
comitry needed money to make up a deficit in the Treasury, and

50 per cent greater than when the conntry was resorting to every
expedient to raise money to carry on our great civil war.

ior to 1807 hides and every description of skins had been on
the free list seventy-eight years in all, and for about thirty years
has been taxed from 4 to 10 per cent. When taxed at all, hides
and all manner of skins were taxed equally. The tax bore on all
alike. There was no discrimination. The Dingley bill was the
first legislation in the history of the United States to make a dis-
tinction between hides of cattle and hides of other animals, tax-
ing the former and leaving the latter on the free list where all
should have been left. Why was thisunjust discrimination made?
Was it to Elroduce revenue? Let us see. Under the operations of
this bill there haye been imported into the United States in the
last four years hides and skins to the value of $185,212,686. Of
this amount $§123,910,121 or over two-thirdsin value came in free of
duty, leaving $61,300.565 upon which a 15 per cent tariff waslevied.

Clearly hides of cattle were not singled out for their revenue-
producing capacity. Was it to protect the American prodncer
of hides and skins? If so, why was not the American producer
of goatskins, sheepskins, calfskins, pigskins, horsehides, and every
other kind of skins taken under the mantle of protection that
was thrown around the producer of cattle hides? Perhaps the
groduction of hides of cattle was thought to be an infant in- -

ustry or one that was ling to get along and needed the
fostering care of a high tariff rate. us examine that proposi-
tion for a moment. Taking the period of 1893 to 1900, go in-
clusive, we find upon examination of the official report of the
secretary of the Union Stock Yard at Chicago that native steers
brought the highest price during those eight years, in December,
1899, when they sold for $7.40 per hundredweight on the hoof, and
durinf that same month green salted hides sold at 14 cents per
pound, the top-notch price for that eight-year period. Assuming
the average weight of a steer to be 1,500 pounds, the animal was
then worth$t11. Assuming itshide to weigh 100 pounds, that was
Eort]g $14, or a trifle less than one-eighth of the market price of

e steer,

Take another instance: In June, 1894, when steers, live weight,
brought but $5 per hundred pounds and hides 5 cents per pound.
At these figures a 1,500-pound steer was worth $75 and his hide
$5.25, or less than one- th of the entire value of the animal.

These figures not only refute any contention that the produc-
tion of cattle hides is an industry which needs and should have

otection, but they prove most clearly and convincingly that

ides of cattle are a by-product of the beef business, and being a
by-product are not entitled to any measure of protection what-
ever. It is mo part or parcel of the true policy of protection to
protect the by-products of an established industry, especially
when that industry is already amply protected from foreign com-
petition. Then why enhance tlll‘&frica by a tariff, and thus tax
our people on an article the production of which is not an in-
dustry but must always remain a mere side issue, and incident
of a vast business that is already so heavily protected it can sell
its wares to aliens across the sea cheaper than to our own people?

When the Dingley bill was being framed it was vigorously con-
tended that the proposed tariff on hides was in the interest of and
would benefit the farmer and stock raiser, and upon that theory,
and that alone, the taxwas imposed. If that contention had been
true when it was made, or had it proven to be true under the
operations of the bill, there would be some foundation for the re-
tention of the tariff,

That it was thought to be true when the bill was under discus-
sion I shall not dispute, but I most emphatically deny that the
farmer or stockman, except in two contingencies, to which I shall
refer, receives one iota of benefit from this tariff.

Cattle are not raised in this country for their hides. Every
schoolboy knows that. They never have been, and never will be,
raised for that purpose, but must always be raised solely because
of their value as a food product. A tariff which might add $1.50
or $2 to the value of a hide, which is but a fifteenth of the mar-
ket price of the animal, is no more incentive to the production of
hides than is the rising and setting of the sun. To increase the
output of hides it would be necessary to impose a tariff high
enough to make the hide the principal element of value and the
meat a by-product. Then, and then only, wonld the hide indus-

be stimulated and cattle be raised for their hides.

he farmer and the stockman sell their beeves at live weight,
or ““‘on the hoof,” as it is termed in the trade. If the hide was
an element in determining the price to be paid for beef animals,
there would be some relatjon between the market prices of steers
on the hoof and hides. hen the price of steers went up the
price of hides would advance also, and in proportion as is the
weight of the hide to that of the live animal. When the price of
steers went down the price of hides would take a relative drop.
But examination of the quotations before referred to, which are
tabulated by months and which I shall incorporate in my remarks
without reading in detail, discloses the contrary to be the case.
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" Native Native
Native Native
steer Eteer
Date. steers per Date. DEr | 3ides
100 pounds, %‘a’f 100 pounds. | "5 0na
Cents. Cents.
9o 2 7.2 1
6.15 81 6.50 134
800 8 6.10 12
o 7 " 6.05 12}
6.00 | 5.85 128
; 5.85 114
5.6 g! 6.00 1
5.0 b 6.05 1
. 540 6} 6.20 14
\5.90 i 6.00 11
e ¥ £.00 13
6.75 7 523 124
6.02 | 7.5 8.17 12.18
BB 6
5.20 6} During the eight years covered by this table there is hardly an
i% g} exception to the rule that hides were falling when steers on the
475 5; | hoof were advancing, and when the market price of steers was
5.00 5t | falling the price of hides was advancing, proving concluaive?’
g'% n} thatnge hide was not a factor in fixing the price of the ani -
6.45 74 | And if the hide does not increase the price of the steer, it is abso-
6.450 7t | lutely certain the tarifi on the hide does not benefit the man who
: 3’5 g‘ sells the steer, but does inare to the benefit of the man who sells
the hide after it is taken from the steer, and to him alone.
5.60 | 6.56 | The farmer who loses a beeve by sickness or who slanghters one
— | for food can sell the skin for a price 15 per cent more than he
E‘g It | conld get if there was no tariff on hides. e stockman losing a
4 & | few steers by blizzards or other causes, if he can find and skin the
6.80 8¢ | bodies, gets the benefit of the tariff on hides, and these, Ireiterate,
. 13t | are the only instances where the farmer or stockman receives any
5.85 133 | benefit, direct or indirect, from that tariff. If anyone believesthe
5.95 12 hide on a steer influences the market price of the animal, let him
s ifi ponder on these figures. Theprices I quote are for steers live
480 9 weight per hundred pounds and for hides per single pound.
5.50 8%
Bt d
5.81 | 10.42 Date. 100 pounds. | potns.
4.90 Cents,
4.70 3!: nary 00 9
died o3 i}nru.....-... %500 8
4.7 & 1 Jume . Il 6.00 61
4.50 &)
4.65 8t
gy hons i - 6.00 1B
. i
September .. 5.20 B 6.00 12
R L e 6% 9 e =
AVOPREO . oo et e e 5.00 | 8.75 8.00 108
= 6.00 1
5.50 0 6.00 13
se| o :
5.40 s,f Here are nine instances—five before the Dingley tariff law with
5.40 9; | hides on the free list, and four subsequent to the passage of that
e 10 |law, which taxed hides 15 per cent ad valorem—when stecrs in
5.50 103 | each case were $6 per 100 pounds on the hcof,-and the price of
5.95 11} | hides ranged from 64 to 13 cents per pound.
oo 1 Once before the Dingley law, in June, 1895, and once after it,
5.65 1 in November, 1900, with steers at $6, the price of hides was the
i same, to wit, 13 cents per pound. Let us select a few cases
5481  10.20 | where the price of hides was the same and see what relation that
5. ﬁ' 13 bore to the price of live steers.
5.00 pits Live steers
5.70 n Date Hides per sma
5.50 : poun per
585 ;H d. pounds,
. 1505, ts.
L B My 12} $6.15
5.90 11
November.. gg {{; F 7D e s 1?.. ot (R e 12} 5.65
5.66 | 12 5.65
12 6.00
LT e s S e B R e e 8.80 124 6.45
April 235 5.80 124 6.10
5 te) m
b 6.00 12} Here are six instances, one before and five since the Dingley bill,
Angust g—g 12+ | when hides were 124 cents per pound, and in only two cases—
O 6.95 }3} July, 1808, and May, 1899, both under the operations of that law—
gwem - 7.00 1¢ | was the price of steers the same,
mber 7.40 14 . In the light of these facts, will anyone seriously contend that
6.5 | 12,00 | the hide is any a le factor in fixing the price the farmer

or cattle raiser get for his beeves? And having these tables

gy fr—,
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in mind, who can be deceived further by the contention that the
tariff on hides benefits the farmer or the stockman of the West?

If the inutility of this tariff as a revenue producer or as a pro-
tection to American farmers were all that could be alleged against
it, these reasons alone would warrant its immediate repeal. Un-
fortunately for the country these are but minor and trivial evils
compared with the great wrong and injustice thatis being perpe-
trated upon the people by this tariff on hides. Two great indus-
tries—leather and boots and shoes—and every man. woman, and
child in the United States wearing shoes are directly affected by
it, and its burden fall heaviest upon those the least able to bear
it, as I shall later demonstrate. ‘%Ohat the committee may realize
the magnitude of the financial interests and the number of work-
ing people affected, I beg to submit a few statistics obtained
from a preliminary report of the Twelfth Censnas:

]

Boots and Leather, Imotatlcather
shoes, factory ;i‘:fin:gacg;_ and boots
product, 1900, ikhed and shoes.

| 5
Number of establishments ... [ 1,000 1,906 2,906
Bl e s s | &, TS, 25 173,977,421 0, 712, B
Wage-earners, average number . 142,622 | 62,109 5, (631
Miscellaneousexpenses.___.__.....| 10, 766, 402 &7,023,. 416 817,789,518
Total EXpPenses_ . ... - ocu-euuen--) 175, B3 &2, 501,001 §851, 766, 574
Amount paid for contract work.! R T e e R S T s
of materialsused............| §100,004,05 155, 603, 004 %.ﬂﬂ.ﬂ:ﬂ
Total value of products.......... | 8261, 028,580 , 088,127 . 066, 707
tsand shoes for men, youths, |
and boys: |
Numﬁrofrmim._____“_-...' 80,123,818 |.... e
gL e o I S B () e R
Boots and shoes for women, |
misses, and children: =
Number of pairs.............. MREAIS NG |- sl iaas
Natge = oot e AR AR L | e S SeRRIEE
Blippera for men, youths, and |
b
Nombor of pairs. ... ... T e S s
A LT e B S E §2,812,213 | b e e
Slippers, oxfords, and low cuts |
for women, misses, and chil-
dren:
Number of pairs. .. a3
O i eieeis =
All other products........._...... |

These statistics relate only to the production of tanned, curried,
and finished leather and the factory product of boots and shoes,
and do not include belting and hose leather, leather goods, t-unks,
valises, ketbooks, saddlery, harnesses, gloves, and mittens, or
cut stock, uppers, and custom work, and boot and shos findings
in the latter industry. In the single State of Massachusetts,
where I have been able to get the figures, these items of them-
selves represent 929 establishments with $11,173,082 of capital,
giving employment to 9,812 persons, paying annual wages amount-
ing to $3,881,916 and producing goods valued at $31,242.301.
These figures, I repeat, relate only to side issues of the leather
and boot and shoe industries in a single State.

To keep the thousands of establishments, with their hundreds
of thousands of operatives, employed we must have hides, and the
domestic supply is wholly inadequate to meet the demands, either
as to quantity or guality. The domestic green-salted hide can
not, in many instances, take the place of the foreign dry hide,
even were the annual output sufficient for that purpose; and the
leather men are forced in consequence to import enormous quan-
tities of the latter—in some years as high as 163,000,000 pounds.
The duty on hides not only increases the cost of these hides by 15
per cent, but it also adds that same percentage of cost to every
domestic hide. One of three things must naturally follow: Either
the profits of the manufacturer are reduced, the wage-earning
power of the employee curtailed, or the cost of the manufactured
product is enhanced to the consumer.

So far as the boot and shoe industry is concerned I am con-
vinced all three of these results have followed, and with the ex-
ception of the tanners and their employees I think the same is
true of the leather industry. From the statistics before quoted
it will be seen that our factories turn out annually 213,652,014

irs of boots, shoes, and slippers. One might think it would

eep the 1,600 establishments engaged in this business pretty busy
during the twelyve months. Such is not the case, however. This
entire output, vast asit is, can be turned out, according to the es-
timate of experts, in from six to eight months, if the factories
were to run full time. With this four or six months of enforced
jdleness for plant and operative fully employed, it is axiomatic
that the employer would make greater profit and the employee
Teceive more wages.

Can this be done? I answer, emphatically, yes. Remove the
tariff handicap now restraining onr ghoe manufacturers in the
race for the world’s markets and they will soon gain enough for-
eign trade to keep their factories busy the year round. This will

largely increase the wages of the shoe operatives, giving them

more money to spend, and so making them larger consumers of
the products of other industries, while at the same time it will
give a direct and perceptible benefit to the farmer and stock raiser
in creating a greater demand and therefore a more steady market
for the hides he produces.

A moment ago I spoke of the tariff on hides being a handicap
on the shoe manufacturer when seeking foreign markets. Itisa
handicap and a serious one in a business where the net profit is
“figured in pennies per pair as it is in the boot and shoe industry.

e Dingley bill provides a rebate of the tariff if the imported
hide after being tanned is subsequently exported. Thatisa good
thing for the tanners, as it gives American labor the benefit of
the wages for tanning, but a repeal of the tariff wouldin no wise
affect the tanners. Just as many hides would be tanned under
free entry as under a duty.

The tariff is disastrous. however, to the shoe man who seeks to
export his product, for it increases the cost 15 per cent of all
leather made from cattle hides which enters into the make-up of
his goods. Itisdisastrousinanother way. Thetanner of foreign
hides in this country, by virtue of the drawback clause, can sell
leather to the foreign shoe manufacturer at from 10 to 12 per cent
less, according to the amount of freight charges he must pay,
than he can to the American, who must compete with that for-
eign manufacturer in the world's markets. In 1900 we exported
boots and shoes to the value of $4,274,174—a mere drop, however,
in the total ontput of our factories, and an infinitesimally small
per cenf of their capacity. This has been done by American per-
severance, pluck, and enterprise despite the higher cogt of
materials to our manufacturers.

Give us somewhere near an equal show with the foreigner in the
cost of leather and the superior skill of American labor will soon
place in all the markets of Europe a shoe that can not be sur-
passed in the world for beauty, finish, and durability.

Some one may say, *‘ Does not the drawback apply to the im-
ported leather that goes into the exported shoe?’ Oh, yes; but
all exported shoes are not made from imported leather. They
may bz, and doubtless are, made partly from imported and partly
from domestic leather. As there are from 15 to 25 parts or pieces
in a shoe, it is absolntely imgssible in practice to keep track of
the leather from which the shoe is made, for the purpose of get-
ting the drawback on that which was imported. So the drawback
feature is of no benefit to the manufacturer, but must always
remain a defriment, as long as the duty remains on hides, inas-
much as it is in practical effect that much protection to the for-
eign manufacturer. Not only is this true of the boot and shoe
industry, but also of the belting, trunk, saddle, and harness men
who are seeking a foreign outlet for their wares.

‘Whoever thought the Dingley tariff law would ever operate to
protect a foreign manufacturer against the competition of his
American rival? Let the champions of the *‘let-well-enough-
alone’ policy on this floor ponder on that feature of their sacred
ultra high-tariff schedules, and see if their better judgment does
not tell them the time is now at hand when the hide schedule
should be revised in the interest of American manufacturers and
American wage earners and no longer kept on the statute books
to protect our foreign rivals.

There is another feature of this tariff on hides not yet touched
upon—that is, its effect upon the American consumer, the general
public, who buy the two hundred and odd millions of pairs of
shoes we make each year. I stated some time ago this tariff
bore the heaviest on those the least able to stand it.

Careful and conservative estimates of the added cost by reason
of the tariff have been made, and these show the increased cost,
solely because of the tariff, to be from 2 cents per pair on women’s
and men’s high-grade shoes, up to 12 and 15 cents per pair on the
coarsest, heaviest grades worn by workingmen angefanners, the
cost increasing in the proportion of heavy leather in the boot ox
shoe. If the operation of a tariff schedule makes any discrimina-
tion in the burden it imposes, it should be in favor of those who
have the least means rather than in favor of the rich. Yet heére
is a case where the rich man, who can buy shoes of the finest
grade, having in them the minimum of duty-affected leather, pays
less duty increase per pair, although he may pay five or ten or
fifteen times more for the shoes, than does the man whose neces-
sities and purse compel him to purchase the coarser grades.

A %ntleman‘s shoe costing, say, 85 or $10 will have in it leather
which has been increased in price by the tariff probably about 4
or 5 cents. The purchaser of that shoe contributes to ** the big
six,’”’ familiarly known as the beef trust, for that is the sponge
which is absorbing this 15 per cent tariff, and not the stock raiser
or farmer, about 1 cent on each dollar expended.

I have been told by one claiming to know that the heavy, coarse
shoes worn by workmen in the rolling mills at Pittsburg sold for
81 per pair before the Dingley bill. They are made entirely cf
leather affected by the tariff, and now sell for §1.15 per pair.
The iron worker contributes to the trust almost 15 cents on each
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dollar invested in shoes, and recently the trust, thinking it was
not being fairly treated by the public, has shoved up the price of
beef, and is now wringing from rich and poor alike some 2 to 5
cents additional on each pound of beef it sells, How long, think
you, ““Mr. Let-well-enongh-alone,”” will the American people
stand a tariff schedule operating in this manner and enriching no
one but the beef trust? Is it not better to remedy that injustice
now rather than to wait until they are so thoronghly exasperated
they will rise in their might and sweep the whole protective fabric
out of existence?

I have said heretofore the farmer gets no benefit from this tariff
on hides; but admitting for argument the whole 15 per cent goes
directly into his pocket and gives him that much more for every
beeve he sells, is he as well off under the tariff as he wounld be
under free entry of hides? If every farmer in the United States
sells annually one beef animal, for which he gets the full benefit
of the tariff on hides, he will haye about $1.50 fo carry to the
credit side of his ledger. Then let him figure out and carry to
the debit side the added cost of the boots he buys for himself, his
wifé, and children, the harness and saddles he must purchase,
and all other manufactures of leather he uses, and it will not
take him very long to see that his account does mot balance.
There is altogether too much on the debit side, and he finds that
everly dollar of protection he is getting on hides is costing him
not less than $3 to obtain.

" In this connection I wish to read an extract from a letter sent
to a member of this body by a constituent:

The farmers of Minnesota average to kill one beef " critter" annually.
The duty of 15 per cent adds to the value of the hide at present market price
about cents. The farmer,on an ave , consumes annually about §70
worth of shoes and harness, at an increased cost of about 8 par cent, dr £5.60.
Bo you can see how much benefit he receives when he has to pay $5.60 to
make 60 cents. The tanner, shoe manufacturer, and harness maker require
more capital to run their business, so they don't want it. The farmer don’t
want it, the laborer don’t want it, you don't want it; nobody but the packer
wants it, so let's repeal and no longer handicap one of the great industries of
the country.

This sort of protection,if applied to all the needs of the farmer,
would soon land him in the poorhouse. When he realizes how
the hide tariff is working and finds that his share of profits under
it is purely theoretical, that he is getting the shadow and not the
substance, and he is beginning to realize it, how much longer will
he submit to the exactions of the beef trust?

Mr. Chairman, in whatever aspect this tariff on hides may be
viewed, it is a delusion, a snare, and a frand upon the American
people. I say this not as a free trader or tariff reformer, but as
a protectionist who wants to see the true policy of protection up-
held and sustained to the end, that it may continue to be the
mainspring of our national progress and prosperity. Such per-
version of a gound and wise economic If}olicy as is shown by the
imposition and continuance of this tariff on hides can but serve
to shatter the faith of the people in protection and bring the whole
structure down in ruins about our heads.

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk and ask to
have read a letter written twelve years ago.

The Clerk read as follows:
WASHINGTON, April 10, 1890,

DEAR M. MCKINLEY: It is a great mistake to take hides from the free
list, where they have been for so many years. Itisa slap in the face to the
South Americans with whom we are trying to enlarge our trade. It will
benefit the farmer by adding 5 to 8 per cent to the price of his children’s shoes.
It will yield a profit to the butcher only—the Iast man that needs it. The
movement i8 injudicious from beginning to end. in every form and phase,

Pray stop it before it sees light. Such movements as this for protection will
prcz:ct e Republican party into a speedy retirement.
Yours, hastily,

JAMES G. BLAINE.

Hon. WiLniAM McKINLEY,

Chairman Ways and Means Commillee.

Mr. ROBERTS. No better or more concise epitome of the
argument against a tariff on hides has ever been made. Every
word and every line of it are as true to-day as when penned. I
believe that letter prevented the placing of a duty on hides in the
McKinley bill. William McKinley had the wisdom to see the in-
justice of such a tariff and the moral strength to resist the enor-
mous pressure for its imposition. Let us profit by his wisdom,
the profoundness of which has been amply demonstrated by the
experience of the last five years, and, emn‘laﬁng his moral cour-
age and grandeur, strike off from the statute books this useless
and unjust tariff. Let us relieve the farmers and laborers of an
unnecessary burden and give to the American manufacturer of
shoes and leather goods a fair field with manufacturers of other
wares in the grand struggle for foreign markets which all are so
gallantly making. Let us restore to the beneficent policy of pro-
tection its true meaning and just purposes. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

[Mr. BARTLETT addressed the committee.

See Appendix. ]
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAT-
TERSON | is recognized for forty minutes. ) .
" Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr, Chairman, the only ob-

jection I have to the pending measure is that the proposed re-
duction on Cuban sugar is entirely inadequate, but, if it is all
that can be obtained, it is still in keeping with the Democratic
policy of tariff revision, no matter from what source this partic-
ular bill may come, or who may approye or oppose if.

As a special measure of relief to Cuba it should be passed.
though it is at most but a partial fulfillment of the great moral
obligation which we have assumed toward the people of that
island.  When amendments shall be proposed granting still
further concessions they shall receive my support, and 1 should
be willing to go to the limit of reduction, not only on Cuban
sugar, but the raw and refined sugar of the world, and thereby
lower the price of this necessary of life to the great body of
American consumers who ask no protective legislation, but only
the right to buy at the same competitive prices at which they are
compelled to sell the products of their toil.

If I believed in protection for its own sake, and regarded a
tariff schedule as a sacred thing not to be profaned by the unholy
hand of revision, as many of our Republican friends profess to
believe, I would stand with the beet-s industries of the North-
west and oppose this measnre. But dénying, as I do, the theory
and practice of protection, believing its present manifestation to be
amenace to healthy trade, and that it has fostered the most un-
just and iniquitous system of industrial trusts ever devised by
the cupidity of man, I shall stand with the great majority of my
fellow-Democrats who believe that they see in the divisions of
the other side of the Chamber the first apparent sign that the
heavy load of unfair taxation will be liftel,)r}mfrom the E{:mmu.;g
back of the patient consumer. The spectacle of the stall-f
sugar trust and the infant beet industry, whose lungsand capac-
ity to kick at least are well developed, both offshoots of protec-
tion, calling each other hard names and filling the atmosphere
with direful threats of retaliation, if not dignified, is at least a
matter of congratulation to those who would escape from the
hard conditions imposed by the protective-tariff system; for out
of this confusion and division the man on the farm and the great
mass of ungrotecte(l Americans may find a way to buy more
cheaply. and lessen the present high cost of comfortable living.

As a Democrat, I believe that neither cane sugar nor beet sugar
should have any more protection than cotton, or corn.or any
other product of the farm and that every particle of protection
should be taken off the necessaries of life.

I hepe the American people will see in the scenes enacted on
this floor a justification as well as a good reason for returning to
the true principles of taxation, not to be used as a means of en-
riching tge few at the expense of the many or of fleecing from
the people, under the old and stale pretense of encouraging infant
industries, but as the most important function of government to
be wisely, honestly, and fairly administered for the benefit of all
and for the exclusive use of none.

The whole system of protection was wrong from the beginning.
As a policy of Government it has rarely if ever found favor with
any student of economics, but has been almost universally con-
demned, and has only been tolerated by the patience of the
people and sustained by the greed of its favorites. It has always

rated to increase the cost of living to the masses and to put
gﬁ’;t increase into the pockets of the classes. If ever tolerable, it
was in the earlier days when the rates of duty were not half so
high as at present and when it seemed necessary to stimulate
manufacturing industries in a country almost wholly agricul-

These industries would have grown without protection, and
probably in a healthier and more uniform way, and the wealth of
the conntry have been more evenly distributed; but the farmer
who has sold in the open market of the world has been forced
to buy in protected markets. and the result has been that no mat-
ter how rich or productive his land or how ardnous or intelligent
his labor, he can make no more than a competency at best, and
must forego the lnxuries and too often the conveniences and ne-
cessities of modern life. So we have from decade to decade and
year to year seen the wealth of the country absorbed to an ab-
normal degree by the manufacturing classes.

The second step in the industrial evolution came when combi-
nations and alliances were formed to ﬁrevent prices from fallin
to their natural level and to reap the full advantage of t&l’l&
duties imposed for their assnmed protection.

The third and most intolerable condition of all came when al-
lied wealth in the form of trusts demanded and received still
greater protection, and then, holding the home consumer at their
mercy, began to export and sell their manufactured products to
foreigners at less cost than to Americans. .

This odious condition of affairs has been made possible by the
systemm of misnamed protection, which fleeces the home con-
sumer who pays the tariff duties and gives to the alien a benefit
denied to our own people. A system so constructed as to de-
mand and receive the highest price at home and the lowest price
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abroad for its manufactured {n‘odncbs is one which can neither be
a.p%;oved in fair business dealings nor in sound morals.

e first time that the attention of the public was called to the
enormity of this evil was in 1890, when the tariff reform commit-
tée of the Reform Club published a pamphlet entitled ** Protec-
tion's Home Market.”” In this pamphlet we find quoted the do-
mestic and ort prices of numerous icultural implements
and tools, of kitchen utensils and household goods, carpenters’
tools, hardware, etc. The domestic %;cas usually exceeded the
foreign prices from 10 to 25 per cent, but the difference reached
100 per cent in some cases. A few of the articles and prices are
found in the following table:

Articles Domestic | Foreign
% price. price.
$11.00 .40
14.00 ﬁ. 60
8.25 7.2
1.40 .85
2.25 1.85
15.00 12.00
Ay .14
8.00 2.00
10.00 5.55
100.00 60,00
271.50 20.75
22.00 17.50
18.00 12.00

In some cases our sewing machines have been sold as low as 85
in the South American market.

There are many quotations available from Republican sources,
admitting, explaining, or attempﬁ%ﬁ to justify the custom of
charging lower prices for export. us the New York Press of
October 22, 1889, said:

It is sometimes looked upon as wise to am;ilgoods out of the country ﬂa;.g

o rather than break the re rice for which such articles sell in
cgsut‘nu-yin which they are proggj‘rcﬁp

The American Machinist of September 26, 1889, said:

Just whE]Ameﬁcam manufacturers will sell machinery and other goods
from 10 to 30 per cent cheaper in Europe than they willsell them to be usedat
home is er puzzlin

rath g: but anyone curious in the matter can easily enough
find out that many of them do that. It may be necessary to wtrfﬂmgﬁn
order to secure trade from abroad, but it is Hﬂaly tostrike the American pur-
chaser as being a little rough on him.

The Engineering and Mining Journal of March 15, 1890, com-
plained of the system, as follows:

As soon as an industry has obtained a position where it can more than sup-
ply our home market and has to send its goods abroad, whers theg;ompete
with those of !oreiggnmanutactm'm it is evident that they are either giving
the foreigners the efit of lower rates than they do our own le or that
they areable to get along at home without any protection from Ior ImANU-
1] ra. It is not fair that our own people should be made to pay more
than foreigners for the products of our own land.

A letter from Mr. A. B. Farquhar, the head of the great Penn-
sylvania Agricultural Works, to the Farmer’s Call, of Quincy,
IlL., may be cg:ot.ed here. In answer to the Call’s questions, Mr.
Farquhar said:

JULy 30, 1800,
The fact is that our protective laws are a monstrous swindle upon theagri-
cultural community. As a manufscturer I was inclined to say nothing on
the subject, for the reason that it was natural to mmee if anybody was bene-
fited it was the manufacturing class, to which I belong. But, as I have ex-
plained, the farmer is ‘beinqbe A . We_ are kiling the for the
olden egg. And I honestly believe now thatit isto thein of the manu-
fucture‘l's themselves toeliminate the protective feature from our tariff laws.
Certainly, as our manufactures are sold much lower abroad, we could only
need protection to get better prices from our customers at home. We do
manufacture and sell in O.anwfa, South America, and Europe many agricul-
tural implementsand machines, and could we have free raw materialand the
commercial advantages which free trade would give us, America wonld be-
come the great manufacturing emporium of the world, and the farmer, of
course. would share the p arity, since Ire would have to pay forevery-
thing and get better prices for all he sold. Go on with your good work.
When the farmer begins to think and rise np against this swindle it is
doomed.

In answer to a claim made by the Australasian and South
American (an export journal), that the lower prices quoted for-
eigners were for the wholesale trade only, the New York World
published the following letter from the Engineering and Mining

Journal of New York:
EXGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL,
New York, August 26, 1890,

DrAnr S1r: Iam obliged to yon for the letter of August 25, respecting pre-
ceedings taken in the Senate regarding our “ prices current.”™

Prices quoted b}r us are, as you will notice, at the head of the first column,
¢ for export only,” and the prices therein given ere the prices at whichevery
foreign su\:soriger can buy in this market. ‘It stands to reason that orders
for farm implements aroe uently given for one u::llf' If to buy one ma-
chine is retail trade, then these fi ﬁl prices are ret ces.

Onr domestic subscribers an; de rrre;i from the ices . tnt‘heue
columns, These special discounts are * for export only,” a n more than
one instance we have lost our advertiser m'ongilél}mbljshing these Prlecs

I inclose an invoice from S. Allen & Co., which you will see is for one of
the machines quutet‘tla‘téy us, and will notice that it conforms exactly with
ou:Bﬂmmmpﬁn by you in the World, and that the net price on the
bill is exactly as stated by you in the World.

Your statement that the foreigner can buy at retail in this market chea:
than the domestic consumer is as i.udispumgle as the daily revolution of %:?:
earth. 'We can enumerate any number of instances where houses have writ-
ten us: “ Prices furmished are for export y and it would be most injurious
to Iua if thmthﬂgur? were cimnhth&in txl'l:i me markte‘;:é‘ ety

n rough our letters O wa coun 1 -
eight l;‘r‘?aig\vet:i v ntiﬂ.n i o

d the month of July. king us for publishing the
““prices current,” as it enabled our subscribers to keepn on the prices
charged them on their indents.
Yours, very truly,

ENGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL.
After examining the facts, Mr. J. Alex. Lindquist, the anthor
of the tariff-reform pamphlet, concludes—

that our manufacturers take advantage of our tariff to keep the price of
their goods in our home market not merely much higher than they could do
if there were no tariff, but much higher than they themselves would be able
n?dﬁwﬂlmg to produce and sell the same goods for if they were not protected
atall,

And asks the following pertinent question:

‘Why should our manufacturers be aided by our laws to charge our citi-
zens more for the same goods than they do foreigners?

‘We find in a Government publication called the ** Burean of
Statistics,” under undoubted Republican auspices, a large number
of valuable statements and confessions. 'We are informed, for in-
stance, that ** the progress of work on shipbuilding in the United
States has been retarded because makers of steel materials re-

uire a higher price from the American consumers than from
the foreign consumers for substantially similar products.”” Also,
in addition to this, that ““American export plate makers are inter-
ested in preventing the establishment of plate manufacturing in
their customer nations abroad, and to that end bid low enongh in
foreign markets to discourage foreign nations from entering the
field for producing their own plate at home.’” The same authority
contends that this policy is ‘‘ short-sighted,’’ and shows how it
has resulted in curtailing the home demand. Up to April, 1900,
it ‘‘had resulted in a very positive shrinkage in domestic con-
sumption. Farmers had ceased to purchase barbed wire for wire
fences. Retail hardware dealers had complained for months of
diminished business in nails and wires. Jobbers had gotten in
the way of doing a hand to mouth business on prices that had ad-
vanced from $1.35 to $3.20 in the course of a year.”” The writer
goes on to say:
i for
AR e i S e S e s
them for §22 to $24 per ton, the domestic market is sure to order no more than
it is o tohave for the time being. Inthe long runsuch apolicy isshort-
it puts an embargo on the expansion of investments in enter-
while it s%mu.‘m

iron and st It arrests constructive projects at home,
construction abroad.

Those of our manufactuﬁngﬂinteresta that are outside of the
trusts desire most earnestly that this condition of affairs should
not continue. A good illustration of the way in which they re-
gard the matter is afforded by a recent letter to the editor of the
Iron Age, of New York, from Mr. F. A, Wilmot, president of the
Wilmot & Hobbs Manufacturing Company, of Bridgeport, Conn.,

a portion of which reads as follows:
We wounld suggest that you give due pmmil;fnco to the position which the

manufacturing associations in the various cities, icularly along the
Atlantic seaboard and Canadian border, and { in New En.ghnd.. are
taking as their present handicap in the cost of raw materisl, such as

coal, coke, iron ore, pig « steel ingots, and billets, and their desire to have
these commodities placed by Congress immediately on the free list. They
believe that as these materials are produced cheaper in this country than in
any other portion of the world and are sold abroad at lower prices
along the seaboard and Canadian border, the industries which produce them
are no 1 r infant and do not need protection. They believe that protec-
tion, so is but another term for Government nsaLla noe to monopolies
and trusts. This position the Government, as it now exists, can ill afford to
assume, nor can it allow the people to feel that it is drifting into such a posi-
tion where it is so working hand in hand with “gli]fnntw trusts, for when the
people realize such to be the condition they undoubtedly rise in their
might and by their votes change the conditions and the Government which
permits such conditions. * * # Ttis to be hoped that the Government of
the United States will appreciate the position and make such changes in
tarift mﬁm or duties from time to time as will result in putting upon
the free such commodities as do not further need protection on the score
of their being infant industries.

This letter and other similar testimony does not indicate that
the smaller manufacturers would be injured by a reduction of
tariff duties.

In May, 1901, less than a year ago, Mr. Charles M. Schwab, the
president of the steel trust, testifying before the Industrial Com-
mission, startled the country by declaring that all kinds of Amer-
ican goods were nsually sold much lower for rt than in the
home market. In fact, he said that the gnces of everything for
export were less than for domestic use and consumption, and that
supplies and materials to be used in products for ort were
usually furnished to manufacturers at special prices, while goods
to be exported were carried by the railroads at reduced rates.
Here are some extracts from Mr. Schwab’s testimony:

Itis quite true that export pricesare made at a very much lower rate than
those here. * * # I think you can safely say this. that where export
business is done—for example, in the line of iron and steel—nearly all the peo-

le from whom lies are bought for}hatmsp give you a good price
or the materials t go into rt; railroa in most instances, carry
them a little cheaper for you, and =o on all down the line. But labor, within
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my knowledge at least, has never been asked to work for a lower price for

gpmt-t n;ntsri.nl, s0 that labor benefits more by it than almost any other in-
rest.

. Isit a fact generally true of all exg‘rten! in this country that they do

eel‘? at lower prices in fageign markets than they do in the home market?

A. That is true; perfectly true. * * *

Mr. Byron W. Holt, of the tariff-reform committee of the New
York Reform Club, also testified at length on the subject of tar-
iffs and trusts before the Industrial Commission. The following
are extracts from Mr. Holt's testimony in regard to export prices:

The concealment of export prices is probably responsible for considerable
of the difference between the values of our exports and of our imports, and,
therefore, for numerous editorials on our “favorable balance of trade.”
Ten years ago it was comparatively easy to get the export prices of vari-
ous protected articles, even though t were then often from 10 to 80 per
cent below the home market prices. v, when great trusts control the

rices on most of our exports, it is extremely difficult to obtain export
I.l)‘ho editors of trade Papgra will no longer talk on this subject, and, as arule,
will not keep on file foreign exchangﬁ which quote of certain Amer-
ican in foreign countries. It is only now and then that an_em%lgg:e of
a trust or of some export house can be found who is willing to risk yal
and almost certain decapitation if he talks on this sn‘bl;ect. E

Nesﬂ; all of the information on this A:ohx_t which I have obtained during
the last few years has been strictly confidential. In this way I learned a few
days that tin plate is being extensively offered and in some instances has
been gold to manufacturers of cans and packages, to be filled with products
for export, at about §l per box below the price to other manufacturers and
consumers. Iam not permitted to mention any names. Ialso learned last
week from an entirely relinble source that steel rails were sold some three
months ago to foregncm at less than §21 per ton. I could specify the exact

rice, names of both seller and buyer, in an important recent transaction,
gut am not permitted to do so. These rails were sold with the provision
that they were not to be used in the United States. That steel rails are sold
for at whatever the manufacturer can get above $20, and perhaps for
considerably less if the time of delivery is remote enough, I do not doubt.
The manufacturers’ pool or selling eement, under whic! are Now
sold for §28, is not effective on rails sold to foreigners or for export, The
nawawers of a month or so ago contained the de of a sale of steel rails
to an English firm for §15 per ton (allowing for freight) less than the price to
Americans. The New York World of April 9. 1901, thus states the case:

**Mr. Charles Thulin, a Pennsylvania contractor, recently secured a _con-
tract to supply rails for Russia’s great Siberian railway. He asked the lead-
ing steel trust companies here for bids. They all asked him about &5 m
ton, with freight to be added. Mr. Thulin went over to England, sublet
contract to an English firm, and one of the same comy that had asked
him §35, Eﬁm h‘sig%t here, sold the rails at §24 a ton delivered in England to
the Tish subcontractor.” * * *

After having investigated this subject for more than ten years, I have
reached the conclusion t prac y all of our manufac oductsare
soblélutolgmignerts fgj:"h less than tDr.i ;émancm;s. The ‘minimh}'t‘% meﬂrenm 1ts
about T cent. e Average ‘erence in price is pro ¥ 20 per cent,
and on onp:reallg products above 25 cent. Often we who pay
the tariff taxes devoted to nourishing these ** nt industries” must pay 50

cent and sometimes 100 per cent more for the products of the cod
Eﬁnm-ies than is paid by foreigners who do not pay our nursing taxes.

The record in regard to the prices, foreign and domestic, of
wire and wire rope is instructive and illustrative of the rapacity
of the trust and the fraud practiced on the American consumer.
The trust controlling these articles have put prices at home up to
the tariff limit, while lowering prices to foreigners, so that our
wire rope is exported to every foreign country, with the possible
exception of England. As the duty on imported wire rope aver-
a? about 100 per cent, the trust charges domestic consumers
about twice as much as it charges foreigners for its goods—often
more than twice as much. For example, the domestic price of
wire rope is about $5, §6, and $7.50 per 100 pounds, according to
the different sizes, but the export prices for these sizes, respectively,
are §2.84, $3.23, and $3.88. The prices of wire vary also accord-
ing to the size. For the largest size the domestic price is about

.25 per 100 pounds, and the export price about $2.62, or about
65 3&; cent in favor of the foreigner,

oil machinery manufactured in this country follows the
same rule as our agricultural machinery. The farmers of Mexico,
South America, and Canada can obtain our agricultural imple-
ments for half the money that our own farmers have to for
them, and our oil machinery is sold at a lower figure to the Rus-
sians than to our own oil producers in Texas.

This favoritism to foreigners has been extended more or less to
those nondescript ples, half foreign and half domestic. who
inhabit our colonial possessions, such as Hawaii and Porto Rico.
Some of our manufacturers treat these peoples as foreigners and
gell them our goods at reduced rates, and some treat them as people
of our own country, and charge them accordin %}f

An instance is cited where goods had been sold in Honolulu at
such low prices that g;reﬂt quantities of them were brought back
to California and sold there at profit in competition with similar
goods in the domestic market which have never been out of the
country. One of the ieved manufacturers i his
complaint in a letter to the Iron Age a few months ago,in which
he said: ’

It so happens that at present the price of our goods is about 25 per cent
h’'gher for domestic consumption than the prices. Wehad aninqui
for export which we quoted. The order now comes in to be sh
t> Honolulu. Is it fair to consider waiian ds entitled to export

“ices? Our own opinion is that they have become a part of the United
‘ates and should be ered domestic territory as much as Alaska.

Many other instances might be cited and much more proof
adduced to show the selfish and nefarious practices of the trusts,

sustained, as they are, and fostered by the Republican party.
‘Who doubts their absolute power in this Congress to prevent a
change in a single tariff schedule, no matter how unjust or un-
necessary it may be?

When the Republican party and a Republican President an-
nounce their opposition to the trusts, as a proof of sincerity we
ask for a recommendation from the Executive that all or some of
the articles selling abroad ch&aﬁver than at home be forthwith put
upon the free list and that a bill be reported from the Ways and
Means Committee to this effect. And when this Congress shall
have adjourned, and not one of these articles shall have been put
upon the free list, and not one tariff schedule reduced, then the
American people will understand and rightly value these specious
pretensions.

Mr. Chairman, the question of taxation is vital and comes di-
rectly home to all the people. It affects us all, but most of all
the American farmer. I e t, in part, an agricultural con-
stituency, as well as a city of large and growing commercial
importance, but whose prosperity, in a great measure, depends
upon the crops produced in the magnificent country which sur-
rounds it. Her merchants and her laboring men are realizing
more than ever the crushing power of the modern industrial trust.

The farmer who in the ear i spril:gxﬁoes out, turns up the soil,
and plants the seed which he hopes will grow and burst into rich
fruitage in the fall must depend upon seasons of sunshine and
rain beyond his mortal control. A flood may come and his toil
go unrequited. The drought, with its hot and fevered breath,
may wither and blast the crops, and his despairing gaze may look
upon parched fields of corn or the stunted growth of cotton as
the unkind seasons come and go, bearing no measure of hope.
If nature should smile upon his labors and the harvest should
yield a rich abundance, it must then come in open competition
with all other harvests wheresoever sown or reaped, and the
price be fixed for his own, without his consent, in the free, open
markets of the world; and then when he buys, it is in the trust-
controlled market, with one-half of the proceeds of his labor ex-
acted as a tribute.

‘Who says that such a farmer—and his type is to be found #1
over the continent—has a fair and equal chance in the great strug-
gle? 'Who will deny that a partial and unjust system of taxation,
which imposes these hard conditions npon his toil, weighs like a
ﬁl?stone upon all his endeavor, whether the seasons be good or

The wife of the American farmer is compelled to use a sewing
machine in her home, produced by an American factory, which
costs nearly-twice as much as the same machine sold the house-
wife of Mexico or South America. The blue rim of the mountain
from which the sleeping ore is extracted may shadow the very
lintels of his door; the smoke of the foundry where the crude
material is fashioned into shape may float over and rest upon the
furrows in his fields, yet he must pay more for the plow which
came from the mountain and the factory than the Russian peas-
ant on the banks of the Danube or the German burgher on the
banks of the Rhine.

‘When I have gone into the homes of these farmers, brave and
patient men as they are, with the best strain of patriot blood
coumin% through their veins, and asking nothing but a fair and
equal chance in life, and behold the hard and unequal struggle,
I sometimes shudder for the ending that must soomer or %ater
come unless conditions are quickly and radically changed. And
whenever they are sometimes drawn to heed political vagaries,
promising immediate relief, who is to blame, they who suffer or
those who make them suffer? When a trust magnate can harness
his horses in golden livery and stable them in a mansion, while
his wife puts diamond earrings in the ears of her pet cats, while
the farmer must stint and save to buy his wife a new bonnet or
his daughter a new dress, I feel that the doctrine of equal laws,
equal rights and opportunities, has become an illusion, a mere
matter of declamation in this Republic.

No one but a demagogue desires to make war on wealth, and
none but fools will deny the difference in the capacity of men.
‘When wealth is accumulated as the result of intelligent human
endeavor, traveling the ways of equal opportunity, it stands as a
distinction to its holder if it is the measure and quality of his am-
bition; but when it comes as a result of favoritism and the infa-
mous system which now prevails whereby the many are robbed
to enrich the few, and grows upon the ruins of honest competi-
tion, then it is an unmitigated curse, a badge of infamy, and the
surest forerunner of national disaster and decay.

The danger to our Republic is from within, not without, and
wealth should remember that the flood tide of prosperity will
some day reach its ebb.

‘We all take pride in our ding trade and the peaceful com-
mercial invasion of the world, but it is all too dear if injustice to
our people at home is the price we pay.

The manufactured products of this country have gone in sight
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of the Pyramids; they are sent within the gates of the Holy City
and exposed for sale along the ways which the Saviour of mankind
trod in the mission of mption; they are found in the shadow
of the Chinese Wall, and we rejoice at the high enterprise and
the commercial genius of the American people. But we are not
withont competitors and foemen worthy of battle for the markets
of the world, and other nations are challenging our progress.
Under the industrial system now inangurated, we have put weap-
ons in their hands to wrest from our grasp the fairest and richest
domains of trade which our enterprise has won, while at home we
are crippling our great agricultural interests, the surest defense
of a nation, affording its great storehouse of supplies in national
distress and peril.

The time has come in this great industrial strife when the pro-
tective tariff is a burden and not an aid. Our mastery of the
world is assured when we enter the contest on equal terms and
demand no undue advantage either at home or abroad. As we
open our ports fo competition, so the ports of other countries will
o to our advance, and new and various fields will present
themselves. The rare skill of the American workman, the invent-
ive genius of the American people, and the immense impetus of a
freeborn race will win in a contest of fair exchange. The world
to the uttermost part is the theater of our mighty activities.
“ Equal and exact justice to all; special grivileges to none,”’ is the
sign by which we shall conquer. [Loud applause.]

ﬁr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to attempt in
fifteen minutes to make a speech upon this subject. After three
months of investigation, agitation, and political strife we have

resented for consideration a measure entitled *‘A bill to provide
or reciprocal trade relations with Cuba.”” That title might imply
that the purpose of the bill was to establish reciprocity. I find,
however, that it does not embrace the first principle of reciprocity.

This bill proposes a horizontal reduction of 20 per cent of our
tariff on Cuban products in consideration of the adoption of the
immigration, exclusion, and contract-labor laws of the United
States. This is not the promulgation of the principles of reci-
procity, but rather the imposition upon a republic not yet formed
of laws enacted for the protection of American labor and the
preservation of the character of American citizenship.

‘We entered into the contest with Spain upon the broad prin-
ciple of humanity, and expressly declared in the declaration of
war that the intervention of the United States was for the ex-
press purpose of giving to the pec:ﬁle of Cuba their liberty and in-
dependence. We sacrificed untold wealth and thousands of pre-
cious lives in order to release the downtrodden Cubans from
Spanish tyranny and extend to them the blessings of American
hﬁrﬁ) In every act from that day to this we have reiterated
our purpose to insure the establishment of astable form of govern-
ment, free and independent, and yet on the eve of the o iza-
tion of its %gvemnent you propose by this measure to impose
upon them laws adopted by our country for the protection of
American labor and the preservation of the character of Ameri-
can citizenship. What right have we to thus anticipate the de-
sires, wishes, and purposes of the peeple of Cuba?

‘We are told that it is our duty to do something for Cuba, as
though we had not already extended to that island and her peo-
ple the greatest blessings and advantages that was ever extended
by any nation to a foreign le in the history of the world.

It is admitted that under the administration of our Govern-
ment during the past three years the industries of Cuba have
been most prosperous; that the production of sugar has multi-
plied threefold; that her people are well employed at good wages;
that want and distress has been removed, and in place thereof
activity, industry, and prosperity established. What more can
be justly asked at the hands of our people? Who demands this
farther concession? Not the people of Cuba, for we no longer
hear the ery of distress from them. We find in the hearings be-
fore the committee no evidence of distress, want, or suffering
among the people of Cuba. It is, therefore, fair to inquire who
is specially interested in the adoption of this measure. Certainly
not the people of Cuba or her representatives. Only last Friday
I read in the Washington Post a speech made by the president of
(Cuba, Hon. T. Estrada Palma, before the New York Chamber of
Commerce, in which he stated that the reduction proposed by this
measure ** will in no way afford any relief to the present distress
of the Cuban producers.’”

Here is a man, elected by the citizens of Cuba as their presi-
dent, anthorized to speak for his government and people, ex-
pressly declaring that this measurewill in no way afford relief to
the Cuban producers. He thus declares because he realizes that
every dollar of the concession proposed will be absorbed by the
sugar trust, whose emissaries have been engaged night and day
circulating articles of misinformation over this country to the
business men, through the newspapers, and in the halls of this
Capitol for the purpose of securing a reduction of the duty npon
raw svgar, so as to enable it to combat with the growing sugar-

beet competitor that has been so marvelously developed in Michi-
gan and other States under the principles of protection proclaimed
and inangurated by the Republican party.

It is admitted by everyone familiar with the subject that the
proposed reduction of duty upon raw sugar from Cuba will inno
way affect the price of refined sugar in this country, and conse-
quently will be of no benefit whatever to the consnmers of sugar
in the United States. I represent a district composed of con-
sumers of American products, and there is not a farmer ora
sugar-beet industry within the district. If this measure would
in any way benefit the consumers or reduce the price of refined
sugar to them, there would be some incentive for me to make the
sacrifice of Michigan’s industrial interests, but the testimony be-
fore the committee conclusively establishes the fact that no re-
duction in the price of sugar will be made.

From the testimony I submit there is no positive evidence that
the producers of sugar cane in the island of Cuba will derive any
benefit whatever, but, on the contrary, our experience in Porto
Rico and Hawaii justifies the assumption that the reduction will
be entirely absorbed by the sugar trust.

I oppose this measure—

1. Because it seeks to impose conditions and secure concessions
from a foreign ple before they have had an opportunity to
establish a stable form of government.

2. Because it is universally admitted that there is no distress,
want of labor at good wages, or lack of industry in the island of
Cuba justifying at this time any relief from the Treasury of our
country or the sacrifice of our own industries.

8. Because it is an abandonment of the principles of protection
and a direct injury to the infant sugar-beet industry of prodi-
gious growth, which will, if permitted to thrive under existing
laws, destroy the monopoly heretofore enjoyed by the sugar trust.

4. Because this law, if put into operation, would paralyze the
further development of the sugar-beet industry in our country,
and place in the hands of the sugar trust power to destroy, by
purchase and competition, the advantages already secured.

During my service in Congress I have been able to follow with
a great deal of pleasure the leadership, upon this side of the
House, of the distingunished gentleman from New York. I have
uniformly found him upon the right side of public measures and
invariably opposed by the minority upon this floor. To-dayI find
the leader on this side joined hand in hand with the leader on
the other side of the House, not only upon this floor, but in the
committee, in favor of a measure embracing provisions inimical
to the principles of the Republican party. en I see our lead-
ers thus yoked together I hesitate to follow.

‘When I was a boy in Vermont I heard my father say that in
the early days, when fireplaces were the only means of obtaining
heat, they used to go into the woods and cut a log and haul it up
to the house for fuel. An old farmer one day bought a new har-
ness. The harness maker told him it was superior becanse made
of horsehide. The nextday, after breakfast, he put it on his horse
and went into the woods to cut a log. While cutting the log it
rained and the harness got wet. When he had prepared the log
he took the horse by the bit, led him up to the house, and when he
arrived there, npon looking back, somewhat to his surprise, he
could see only the traces running down over the hill. e won-
dered where the log was. The effect of the rain had stretched
the traces. It being noon, he tied his horse to the post and went
in to dinner. While he was eating dinner the sun came out, and
the effect npon the harness was such as to contract the traces, and
as he came out from dinner he saw the old horse standing there,
pulling for dear life, and coming up over the hill was the log,
pulled along by the contraction of the traces. [Laughter.]

I think, Mr. Chairman, when the light of the noonday sun, in
a tropical climate of midsummer, shall be turned upon this meas-
ure, the invisible traces will become known, and I fear we may
find our honorable leaders yoked up fo the chariot of the sugar
trust. [Applaunse.] :

I submit resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce and
Convention League of Detroit and the board of directors of the
Detroit River Sugar Company, protesting against this bill:

Srr: At a meetin

League, held this
ed:

of the Detroit Chamber of Commerce and Convention
ith day of February, 1902, the following resclution was

adopt:

_%ems the interests of the peog]e of the city of Detroit and the State of
Michi are affected adversely by the agitation in Co =8, looking toward
the reduction of the present reasonable and effective tariff on raw sugar; and

“*Whereas this industry in Michigan, though in its infancy, gives prom-
ise of becoming under favorable conditions one of the most important in the
State: Therefore, be it

_ ““Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce and Convention League, of the
city of Detroit, request our Rgpreaentatives in Congress to work for the best
interests of the beet-sugar industry by aiding to maintain the present tariff

on sugar.”
THOS. NEAL, President,
J. F. WALSH, Secretary.
Hon. Joux B. CORLIES,
Washington, D. C,




1902. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 4263

At a meeting of the board of directors of the Detroit River Sugar Com-

g Tommition was Sacpi6d: movod by Mr. Joun A Busl, stppsried by
resolu was ado mo v . JO o Bu;

Mr. 0. R. Baldwin: " %

“Whereas the discussions relative to the reduction of the tariff on raw
sugar imgort.ed into the United States, which reduction, in the judgment of
this of directors, threatens grievous in{m‘y to existing beet-sugar
manufacturing enterprises and discouragement to capital proposing to en-

in similar enterprises, has been protracted to such an extent that her

elay in reaching a decision thereupon favorable to the American sugar-pro-

ducing industry will make it extremely hazardous for new capital to engage
in the b with a view to production during 1902; and

* Whereas the prompt d on of not toreduce the tariff on raw
s‘nfnr entering the United States from foreign countries would have the
effect of remo the single element of doubt that now intervenes against
the investment of capital in the production of sugar from beets raised in the
United States: Be it . 2

“*Resolved, That the president of this compnn{ be anthorized and directed
to communicate with our ntatives in the Congress of the United
States, asking them to use their efforts in the direction of obtaining nnmrlg
expression as to the intentions of the Congress in this regard, to the end an
purpose that this company’s directors may be in position to correctly advise
their stockholders whether or not to expend their capital in the enterprise
for which it has been subseribed; and be it further

“Resolved, That the directors and stockholders of this commniy do hereby
protest against any chsIr_tTgB in the tariff conditions affecting mportation
of raw sugar into the United States, whether from Cuba or elsewhere, as
being dangerous to the interests of American capital invested in manufac-
turing and agriculture and of American labor depending upon them for
profitable occupation.”

DAYVID 1. SIMONS, President.
0. R. BALDWIN, Vice-Fresident.
H. E. EMMONS.,

G. N. SKINNER.

JOHN A. RUSSELL.

The advocates of this measure insist that it will establish recip-
rocal trade relations or reciprocity with Cuba. If so, then an
amendment to extend similar relations with other countries is
germane. I therefore submit an amendment which I shall, at
the proper time, seek to have placed npon the bill.

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows:

Amend by adding at the end of line 4, page 3, the followinE

“That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to enter
into uegﬁ[tniations with Canada for reciprocal trade relations, with a view to the
establishment of a commercial agreement in which reciprocal and equivalent
concessions may be secured in favor of the following products and manufac-
tures of the United States, to wit:

“ Furniture, stoves, drugaaboots, shoes, steel, hrass, coj , and iron man-
ufactured proaucis, in consideration of the admission into the United States
of wood pulp, hides, and sugar beets free of dug, and lumber, barley, and
iron ore at 1!pm' cent of the rate of duty now levied upon such articles im-
ported from foreign countries.

“ Whenever, inthe ggggmant of the President, such reciprocal and equiva-
lent relations have n established by agreement, he shall be, and he is
hereby, anthorizeg and empowered to nd by proclamation to that ef-
fect the imposition and collection of the duties now uired upon the arti-
cles above mentioned, and thereafter the duties levied, collected, and paid
upon such articles shall be in accordance with the terms of said agreement.”

Mr. Chairman, this amendment embraces the principles of
reciprocity, as declared by the Republican party, with a country
moet bountifully supplied with undeveloped natural resources of

t benefit to our manufacturing interests, with a le sim-

r in character to our own. I hold in my hand a petition to the
House of Representatives, prepared by the Merchants and Manu-
facturers’ Exchange of Detroit, ai%ned by over 500 business men,
respectfully praying for the establishment of reciprocal trade
relations with Canada, and which I submit in support of the
amendment.

We have in this conntry a trust controlling wood pulp. I de-
sire by this reciprocal trade relation to secure wood pulp free of
duty., It will save thousands of dollars annually to the reading

ublic of our country. I ask in this amendment for free hides.
%Va have shoe manufactories in this country with sufficient ca-
pacity to manufacture shoes for the world. Why should tl;fly
pay duty on hides? We ask in this proposition for the free ad-
mission of sugar beets. Will you not give us that? I desirea
reduction of the tariff on steel, iron, and other products men-
tioned, because the manufacturing interests of this country de-
mand it.

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] said the other day
that the time was near at hand when we must meet this issue.
Let us meet it now. I believe in cutting down the tariff on any
product when an organization in this country is able to monop-
olize the trade and control the price of such article. [Applause.]
To the honorable members of the House of Representatives,

Washington, D. C.;

The undersigned merchants and manunfacturers of Detroit, Mich., repre-
sent that a reciprocal trade agreement with the Dominion of Canada, pre-
red on the basis of eqnu.imlent concessions, would be of great benefit to the
usiness interests of the United States, and the{.empect_l‘utlelg solicit your
active influence to the end that such a treaty may be negotia and ratified.
ree & Smith, shoe manufacturers; Edson Ulworth, wholesale

ry %mds: Baldwin, McGraw & Co., wholesale boots and shoes;

the Peerless Manufacturing Company, wholesale ng

oods; the Christiansen Harness Manufacturing Company, by

. A. Christiansen; F. Marrnett, hardware; Illinois Glass Com-

ny, Detroit Branch, K. G. Smith, malmgﬁr: Detroit Picture

E‘nmc Company, pleturesand frames: Defteiger, Fallen & Co.

wholesale fur manufacturers; Henry Dunneback, harness an
saddlery; Hitchcock, Harris & Co., lithia waters; E. Schloss,
Son & Co., wholesale clothing; Schloss Brothers, wholesale

clothiers; Walter Buhl & Co., wholesale hats; Monroe Rosen-
fleld Company, wholesale notions; R. H. Macauley & Co., whole-
gale millinery; The Henry A. Newland Company, A. M. Sey-
mour, vice-president, wholesale hats, caps, gloves, ete., and
manufacturers of umbrellas; Mitchell, Harris & Co., by A. D.
Mitchell, president and manager, wholesale millinery; J. & T.
Hurley, coal dealers.

William G. Engle, manufacturers furs; C. H. Ritter & Co., whole-

sale liguors; A. Krolik & Co., wholesale dry goods; Strong,
Lee & Co., wholesale ; Armstrong & Graham, -
dlery manufacturers: M. M. Stanton & Co., manufacturers
mens’ furnishing goods; Cuiso Brothers Co., Limited, wholesale
rs; F. B. Neuhoff & Co.; Imperial Ca (mﬁﬁ‘ manu-
turers caps; L. H. Ayers & n; Taylor, McLeish & Co.,
wholesale grocers; Sales & Broad Co., Eumhem and sanitary
supplies; B. Marx & Son, wholesale leather findings; Standart
Bros., wholesale hardware; Trade Journal Association,
E. H. McPherson, publishers; C. W. Inslee & Co., wholesale
rs; Dwyer & Shay, wholesale fruits, ete.; B, G, Morris &

Eg‘. wholesale woodenware, etc.; G. W. Hildebrands & Bro.,
wholesale machi ; Consumers’ Penny Pouch Express Com-
pany, per (. F. Crosley, president, manufacturers’ advertisers;
Arista Manufacturing Company, Limited, Wm. Payne,
manufacturing perfumers; American Electrical Heater Com-
Emy, B. H. Scranton, president, manufacturers electric heat-
g sp]?lin.ncea: Detroit Sanita: Supply Company, A. J.
Springbone, manufacturers plumbers' sup%:nes: . Harvey's
Sons Manufacturing Company, Limited, A. Harvey, ma: T,
manufacturers plumbers’ supplies; Geo. C. Netterbee & Co,
Evcmdan and willow ware; Bamford & Co., painters and

ecoratol

s,
Fred Rosenfield, wholesale leaf tobacco; Ward L. Andrews & Co.,

wholesale grocers; Gould & Gehlut, coffee imgartami' Michi-

n Shoe olrlgmny.. ng. P. Snyder, vice-president, wholesale

oes; John Naylor Co., wholesale dlery; C. C. Smith
Shoe Company; J. W. Fales & Co., wholesale %per: Thorp
Hawley Company, wholesale confectioners; D. K. McNaughton
Company, brokers; The Geo. G. Humel Cglt:.{)any‘ manu-
facturers hats; J. G. Hamblen, wholesale ts and oys-
ters: Pierson & Hough, wholesale saddlery; Fairbanks, Morse
& Co., by E. G. Pond, manager, scales, engines, ete.; Edward
Frolich Glass Company: Heavenrich Brothers, wholesale eloth-
iers; Armstrong R Company, Frank 8. Arms %
E‘md&nt, manufacturers Bocleay ?oda and supplies; O"

‘Ward, wholesale milliners: G. N. Granger & Co.. merchan
dise brokers; Lynn Street Milling Company, flour mill;
man & Co., pants makers; Floyd E. wen & Co., brol e
Detroit Neckwear Company, A. E. Bofsky, manufacturers
neckr_rear; E. B, Gallagher & Co., bakers and confectioners’
supplies

Beacher, Peck & Lewls, by A. F. Peck, wholesals paper; G. H.

Gates & Co., wholesale hats, caps, and gloves; A. D. Rosen &
Co., wholesale notions; Psi%; & Cho %umpany.. E. Stevens,
treasurer, wholesale paper; Grosscup Tailoring Company, mer-
chant tailors; Tuttle & Clark, barness and boot rmmngacmr-
ers: Pollock, Pettibone & Chapman, wholesale millinery; A.
Kuhlman & Co., surgical instruments; C. B. Berger & Son,
wholesale leaf tobacco; Seidler-Miner Electric Company, by
F. J. Miner, 207 Jefferson avenue, electrical supplies; Allen
Brothers, 247 Jefferson avenue, photograph materials; Fisk
Rubber Company, E. H. well, manager, 252 Jefferson
avenue; Detroit Rubber Tire Compunﬁllgl G. D. Edwards,
manager, 250 Jefferson avenue; Geo, & Co., Detroit,
manufacturers of soda fountains and billiard and ﬁl tables,
240 Jefferson avenue; Whitehead & Kales Iron Works, by J. T.
Whitehead, structural-iron works; A. Booth & Co., by W. 8.
McDonald, wholesale fish and oysters; John Stevenson, vessel
owner; Commercial Milling Company. by R. Henke, secre-
tu:rdy and treasurer, flour and meal mills; Wm. Inglis Wire
and Iron Works; Gray, Toynton & Fox, David Gray, treasurer,
;mt?utacturing gpufectioners; Jno. N. Bagley, tobacco manu-
Aactures.

Mei 1 & Bchuknecht, manufacturing trunks and valises; H. J. Read-

ing, H. J. Reading Truck Company; the Bell-Graham Com-
pany, by John Rue, secretary, skirt manufacturers; F. P. Rey-
nolds & Co., wholesale fruits; D. 0. Wiley & Co., wholesale
fruits and produce; H. F. Rose & Co., wholesale fruits and
roduce; E. Read, wholesale fruits and produce; Ladore &

I:;lmm wholesale fruits and produce; L. Schiapy & Co.;
The MeDonnell Bros. Company, per H. P. McDonnell, presi-
dent; Freeman-Delamater Company,wholesale hard wam;lié(. D
Edwards & Co., wholesale rubber mﬂ. B. West, cigar
manufacturing; 8. P. Conkling, As ; Pittsbuar|
Bteel Shafting Company, transmission machinery; Kennet
Anderson Company, Kenneth Anderson, treasurer, jobbers of
iron pipe and fittings; Robinson & Aronheim, wholesale liquor;
ganlenhémg Schroeder, whnlgmla 'catgdzgs andutmi(t)a; .{]']ﬂf’ri

r Company, paper an rs' supplies; O. J. o8,

water apparatus; The ﬁ Rawler;'pcom ny; Louis
Kuttnouer Company, importers of leaf tobacco: Jw 1 Wing &
Co., manufacturers of mill supplies; The T. W. Noble Com-
pany, C. M. Tackels, secretary and treasurer, nwn.inlg& sails,
tents, ﬂ.ﬁi h F'l%tcher Hardware Company, per Theo. G. letcher,
vice- ent.

Roehm & Daritow, Limited, wholesale carriage goods. iron, steel,

ete.; Rueps, Brace & Co., wholesale grocers; Hygeia Filter Com-
iny, manufacturers water filters; B. I'. Everitt, carr
rimm: s A. Loche, manager Pabst Detroit branch; Detroit
Screw Works, by H. H. Taylor, screw manufacturing; M. F.
McDonald, 839 Franklin street; James Conway, r, 424
Franklin street; Hayes File Company, per J. 8. %am 474
Franklin street; The G. B. Essex Brass Company, G. B. Essex,
Eznera.l malmg&r and treasurer; Buckley-Hart Manufact
mpany, Robt. W. Hart, vice-president, 541 Franklin s 5
The Ideal Manufacturing Company, Francis T. Dwyer, secre-
tary, plumbing supplies and gas stoves; Buhl Malleable Com-
mn{] by H. D. Laac, treasurer, malleable iron castings; The
chigan Btove Company, C. A. Du Chreme, secretary, Detroit;
Detroit Oak 'Baltln§ Comglnﬂ F. H. Crual, general manager,
266 Wight street; John V. Moran, Lieb s&et and Wight;
&D. C. H.]iancﬂhn)bnbiz. Detroit; Detroit Heating and Lighting
m; . Hol

Olds Motor Works, by Fred L. Bmith, secretary; Detroit Stove
. Kling Brewing Com-

Works, G. B. Gundusen, secretary: Pr
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'pm Robert Kling, j nd treasurer; Detroit Em-
eel Company; h& lt lmd Nnt 'Works by E T

G bert, genera wles& Compan

Cowles, secretary and treasurer; Detroit Tool orks,

A E. Piefer, secretary; The Ireland & Matthews Manufactur-
mg (_.ompa.ny.E Bland, secre . steel and brass goods; De-
troit Soap Company, pex‘ Samue Post., Murph Ircn ‘Works,
by Thos. urph , proprietor; Detroit Automatic Stoker Com-
ga:g b omson, treasurer; Detroit River Iron Works,

20. K \ington, treasurer; Northern E neerinanrkx
e, manager; Detroit Lumber mpany, gy
Thompson. president, manufacturers of lnmber; C. aylor,
National Exprosa (,m:n ny, Detroit Foundry and Manufac.
mrmg Com ny, F.
A, Bro. Wor who];emie coke; W Thompson,
el coke; C. B. Calder, Detroit smpimndl ff
Riverside Scrap Iron and Metal Com
East End Boiler Works, foot of St. bm avenua. Detrmt,
boiler manufacturers: Robt. l[cKenr.ie & Son, shipsmiths;
Geo. Morley & Co., lumber dealers; W. H. Anderson & S:ms,
by A. B. Ande‘rson, tool manufacturers; Mannansa & Wilber,
rinters; W. Ingram & Co., manufacturing ‘rharmscﬂts. J.B
ilson & Co., J. A. Wilson, engineers, founders, and machin-
ists; E. A, Chnr'tx)n.uenu&bn picklers and preservers; Com-
mercial Papier Mache Compan n}' s per H. L Ba.rie papier mache
g;)ﬂds Detroit Graphite Mans ¥, A. A, Bau-
11, president, paint manutm;-turers, :rror ap Comy
animal-trap manufacturers; Wilton Renther Company,
ard Krakow, secretary, statmrsr anﬁ art farniture; Bri.ﬁcoa
Manufacturing Gompu.n Briscoe, president, metal
goods manufacturers; The Ca.ille thers mpanr by A.
Arthur Caille, president and treasurer, manufacturers of coin-
operating machines,

Wh=eler Manufactu y, E. B. Amierson manager, bi-

cycle .saddles and % Wilson Carriage
Company, C. R. Wilson, premdent.. olm-ine Reed Company,
Cha.s N. Gra.y, manufacturers of rattan chairs and
rrhﬁzgt‘?orthmde Coal and Lumber Company,
byW Sh.a-ttock Mn.nufsctumg (}ompn.ny, stoned pore.
columns Detmlt Brass Works, ﬁen line brass goods; Far-
rand Organ Compmﬁ' ger Farrand, treasurer; The E.
G. Daile Gompan dent.‘truitpackers: The
Jas { n . Warren, treasurer; W. A.
Shald(m with Edw. mﬂ i lass Company; J. C. Widman
“ﬁ . Widman, fnrmtu.m and mirrors; Roe Stephens
l(a.n tm-mg Gompany. T P. Stephens, swretary and as-
mstant treasm'er. brass and iron valves; W. H. Grigg, box

'-]

AL Att,erbury,Deiu-olt Steel and Spring Gompa‘n%J B. Dutton,

flonr mill machinery; M. J. The: n, mn‘ber, olverine Box
Company, perdJ. N Estabrook, box he Detroit
Barrel Company, lE[ger.’!.\l‘ Ha.endlo. Peter Raths, oil
and gasoline; en.lm & Muir Manufacturing Company, by C.
Jenks, president, metal beds, springs, and mattresses; Ameri-
can Harrow Comn . 0. R. Baldwin, secretary, agricultural
implements; Fox . & Co., C. W. Fox, man aeturers wood
mantels; American Blower Compsny, Jas. Inglis, cecretary
and treasurer, manufacturers machinery; American Car an

grlg by Geo. Hargreaves, district manager,
mrh Compnny, es, dynamos, and fans;
Western Ro Cocm Jper Jno. A, ,manufacturers
O coats, and ummn cloths; Cla; n & Lambert Man-

ntacturiufg pany, J. E. Lambert, secretary and treasurer,
makersof gasolene pots, tor{:hes. lmd. hydrocarbon burners.

The &nderson Cnrnnﬁe Comy g derson, president;
Detro: pauﬂrng mmn -

anufact A J. Clarke, man'

ager mles Acme White Lead nnd o‘rks, Thomas Neal,
lm'g ussel Wheel and F undry Company, Detroit,
‘Walter 8. Russel; Conhnent-ul Varnish and Paint Company,
Hﬂr Butler Ives, secreta bchwnn‘beck Brothers, E. E. Mans-
eld, manufacturers of ; F. A, Thompson & Co., F.
A. Gmpsnn mamlxlger, ms.n t'urlng chemists; American
Ciau- B. Howell, msta.nt manager Michigan

hnt" Mﬂl P phy, p
Company, M. J. Mur , President,
f ¥

'I‘he Puritan Shoe Gompa.ny. 8. C. Jameson, treasurer, shoe manu-

:mmm-.s . ameaonﬁmercha.nt, ‘W.F. Wilson, the Yale Hat
Company; Liny's Music House firm, pianos; thaAdo]ph Enggass
Jewa 6om'pan , Ad. Enggass, secretary, 22 Gratiot avenue;
C. Marvin gan Company; Rudolph Freedenberg, ex-
Gra.t!ot, woole tailors' trimmin, Geo. H. Parker, wool,
huiea, ete . Doyle. cocmmerc i traveler; Broadwell &

Wolf, mus{o umneES. Edward J. Nebel, leather and findings;
Edward C. Blordon, furnishing goods; John Radke, boots and
shoes; Geo. J. Setance, sheet mckal work; Charles Martin,
machine works; Wm f;ia machfnb shop; the J. L.
Hudson Oom'pang t.zold., treaa‘u:er. general mer-
chandise; 'W. 'etzo!

Tierney Bros., 219 Woodward avenue, dry goods; Electrical Con-

struction Co., George T. Crook, elec{rlcal supplies; Alex Y,
Hn.lmmson. coal merchant; James mna, secretary the
A. Malcomson Com%&y Limited; E. N. Bnrtlet, 174 Gris-
woldstreet, J. Blahug‘ hirteenth street; J, H. Gabell &
Bro., shoes, 24 Mic. n avenue; the General T writer
Company, 165 Griswold street; R. G. Morgan ES ©
Buil ng, 'Cit: andSuhur'banHomea Com immteli
Grindley, 171 Griswold street: J. O, Hibbard, 171 Griswold
street; J. H. ni 210 Griswold street; A. A. Moore, 210
Griswold street; D em‘pa hatsand caps; H. W. G‘mu.t,
173 Griswold street; Wm. A. Hall, d drugs, 177 Griswold street;
Wm H. Lmler & Co., wholesale furs; ﬂ.lllar-Se ldon Electric
'@ng illiam H. Seldon, jr., electrical sumiy dmlors,
Gonr TOE., men 's furnishers and ladies’ tailors; oyal Shoe
mpamy, shoes. R.H. Traver, 171- 175Wmdwardavcnuc R.H.
E oes, 183-185 'ward avenue; Edward J.
ckey‘ clothin, 2& etc 201 Woodward avenue; Frank Bros. &
Co., jewelers. oodward avenue; Winn & Hammond, 152
Wayna street, ‘pnnt.ers and binders; Carlos C. Ayres, 45 State
street, ci r m.a.nufact‘nrer. Ballantine & Co., 8 Rowland

J'ohnson%a Fost.ar tobacconists; A. E. Charlesworth, manufactur-

ing oguhcinn, 4.8, Wirick, ma.mlfacturer glovea B]akes!m &
farniehings, eriean Go1a and Copt
Gatﬂly Compﬂ.ny, clothing; British Amarica.n 1d an (.opper

Minin

and treasurer;

Company, Bweeney, secretary
Edw. J. Renaud, Bpertel Renan.d. Defroit Churn and Separator
Gompsny. per E. E. Deming, manufacturers; D. Waugh, coal
and wood; Gray Brothers, per J, Allan Gruy, secretary, car-

riagea and wagons,

Crescent Machine Company, Wm. A. Gray,

Wm. White, ; B. G. Beholes,
shoa de:Yer* How: gPinkerton dr st Algmm Wringer

Company. Tousehold specialti . C. Frank, manager;
Wolverine Cyele Company, C. ga. mansgar, 'Eoom manu-

facturers; H. 'W. Becker, furrier; W, Stark,
Andrew Hair; L. O. H, Fisher, china; w T, Ryan 207

kkeeper
Wood-

ward avenue; E. Daniel, cigar dealer; A. J. Gawl ¥y & Co.,

dealers
l[xllersgemy,ﬂai and 335 Woodward avenue; James P. Mastin,
33T Woodward avenue; Charles Roe, 47 Columbia street west;
Henry Busshaber, 341 Woodward avenue; Jno. Blessed, 847-

857 Woodward avenue; Wm W. Bleased, 847-357 Woodward

avenue: John Harvey, d.ru t.,‘.?a and 355 Woodward avenne;
Chas. R. Brand oo‘fmn er, oodward avenue; Simons &
Cooper, 371 Woodward avenue; Wm. Wing, 407 ‘Woodward
avenue; Max Grabowsky, 830 Woodward avenue; Morris Gra-

bowsky, hardware, 38 oodwardavonue.\" Kennedy, 574
Woodkzud avenue; Chas. Kline, o Ryb

% rubbar

hardware; Diamond ber
310 Woodward avenne: Schartle &
ward avenue; The Michigan Cloth-

ing C‘laamng and Rﬁpﬂrmtg_ Company, 306 Woodward nvemgi

Woodward avenue;
avenue; Ashbau

ovodward avenue; G. V. Potter,
Brown &s Brown, coal, 24 Woodward

gh, Dx].lrlch Co., wholesale furs; John J.

Gorman, retail lm 3 John O. '1‘ n, vessel owner; Mohan

63 Home Bank Building;

Sc‘hmzdt shoe retailer, 42

mchfgnn avenus, People’s tﬁtti.ug (.cmpany, per 8. Wine-

man, treasurer, house

Tho nas'0, MeCarthy. eutter, McConnell Tailor Company; Henry
Heinlein, cutter, McConnell Tailor Com: Em

hatter and

ishers.

Weiss,
r; Keves & Grobbel, u.m'brel].n makers;

Hiram Van Loon, anction and commission marchant. L. E.

‘Wagoner, furniture

dealer; J. D. Larean, furniture dealer;

J. O. Edwards, live-stock dealer; G. A. Leannel, mrnitum.
Bentley & Hubbard, per T. P. Hubbard, wall-pnpermerchnnta.

F.A. u‘bb&rd&(}o

inters and decorators; Ha C. Bell,
:Pﬂ 1ITY

3800 West High; O cal Company. 118 Michigan avenue;

A.E. Gerow, bicycles; C. G. Hovey, confectionery;

Grand Union Tea Company, W. Osman MANAZET, 140

ﬁclﬂa&n ?vonua. Phjlg Frese, 142 Michl.ga.n avenue, manu-
turer of ci ZJ.BEEIIIUS, manufacturer o Cl

E. C. Loring; caterer; V. L. Clmpin. turnigt:;g:

svanue, R

. Franke,
J. R. lege%y Jobber of tobacco an

mnu{acmrerm% bugn

and eggs. tea and caﬂee, J. Jewett, reataurant, 147
street:;

t: H. F. Koehler & Bro.,

wall paper and paintars‘ mp—

plies, 174 and 176 H.ichlsnn avenue.

W.nci Dﬂ.lpc;mt,1

avenue; F. H. Jost, furs.

druggist, 182 Michigan
avenue; Gail Alden, furniture, 206 lﬁc‘hig&u ave-

nue; C’hnr es Mahler, T, 220 Mic avenue; John Chrys-
sl o

stgé traveler, 391 Cass avenue;

confectioner,

Michigan avenue; J. P. Cotter, druggist, 262 'Michlgan ave-
nue C. E. Pokomy, tailor, 278 Michlgan avenue; Chas. Shaw,
280 Michigan avenue; Alired Reed Gfand River, Chas.
Burke, cigars, 200 Michi avenue; Jsmea Hamfan, bicye
34 Michigan avenue; OMAas Cooney. coal. 3104 Michigan ave-

nue; 8. mhn.m,

169 Fifth street;

Michigan avenue; Jno. Mnmssey
. Neidenwich, hardware, 815 Mi N

avenue; Daniel Sul]ivan., grocer, 311 Michigan u.wmue G
& Son, bakers, 309 mchilfnn avenue; J. A. Munn %rocer.m
A Tler drygmﬂ.s.mmic igan ave-
shoe bits, 265 nk Deck,

Michigan avenue; G
nue; 1. G. Stark,
tailm‘. 258 Michi

avenue; G. Fmg:{. feutsmiture, 957 Michi-

fana.verme C. M. Carker, 83 Labrosse stre N LewisD. Barker,
1G Lapham

furniture, 227 Michigan ave-

. W. Lap y
nue; J. B. La h&m, furniture, 2290 Michi a.van\m.

avenue; Saml. Nash,

Foot street west; L. L. 295 Michi
o i

80 Howard street; Wm.

s
tioner, 221 Michigan avenue, S. A. Gates, picture mm:%ﬁm

Michigan avenue; J.

ward avenue; J. Johnso

avenue; J. Golds

P. Bought, with Glinna - oo
ars and tobacco, c n
n. clothier, 201 Michlgan avenue;

Kovan, 197 ldch ga.n avenue, tailor; T. M. Edgar, 195
Michigan avenue, general merchandise; Geo. A. Sideau, 179
Michigan avenue, c%tﬁ and ladies’ furnishings; Zimmel, 167

Michigan avenue,

avenue, cbthiw
e0. L. Freamam,

r manufacturer; R. Allel, 167 Michigan
Berry, 169 Mic’hlgan avenue, carpets.
Mich.; M. Rone

89 Smith avenune, Detroit,

146 Churlotte avenue; Jacobs & Covitz, clothm‘ra, 163 mclugan
avenue; Detroit Sgeciulty Company, 161 Mic n avenue:
Jacob Stamberg. 7 Michigan avenue, clothier: J. C. Wilson

139
nvenue;

 Company, 28 and 30 Abbott stmet., Daniel Anﬁ in,
ag:nue, ielvgte}}?r. H. P. Beardsley, 185} Mic

er, 155 igan avenue; Wm. P.

pero, ¢ chiga;
Blake. 15 Ahhott street: P, Blake's Sons, 15-17 Abbott streat:
David Wilson, 527 Warren avenue west; P. Blake, 15 Abbott

street.
Chas. E. B‘leakle&l! D.,

9 Abbott street; Wolverine M. 8. Com-

00Te, 529 Mi&!;fﬂn avenue; D. E. Pearsall, 123

méijgan avenue, tobacco

er; R. Downie & Sons, 117 ‘and

119 Michigan avenue; Roger J., Sullivan & Co. , furniture, car-
Sets and stoves, 113 and 115 Michigan avmme F. A. Cooke,
rugs, 111 Mic! n avenne; EdwindJerome & Co 9o Mu:hlsﬂ-n
avenue; James Johnston, 20 Ash street; H. Jackson & Co., 95
avenue; Thomas Ne]amS&irAn ms street; Detroit

Photogr: ]Ew Supply Company, b; H Moore,zs Lafayette
aven‘ua, ‘%sﬁn, manager ygewnter and Sup-
fayette n.venma. J R. Searight, assistant

mamger E?n{ed Tygewﬂter and Sngplies Company, 26 La-

fayette avenue;
1 er,
fayette avenue; Nn
fayette avenue; C. H.
Union

ette avenue; James

fayette avunne, Homer Candler, 26 La-

tional Mo gh Loan Compu.ny, 23 La-

mefor oes, 25 Michigan avenue;
utler 11 Im.fayet.te avenue:

Painless C. H.
H. A. Sage, 171 Howard street; John H o jeweler. 135

Michigan avenue; Detroit Art Gompun per
gooda Detroit Book Exchange, per L §\T
'etre, hardwar:

Mann, art
Higgins; Harris &

a.. 71 lﬁc I AVenue.

chigan avenue; Sumnaer Company,

.
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B48, 350, 852 BVER] furmtum H. W. Stoll, 3i2 Mich- dall, a.twrnay. A. Campbell, agent; Globe Pa;ger Com-
igan avenue, ectioner; Geo. C. Becker & Co., B76-380 Mich- pﬂ.ﬂ'& B]nmenﬂmlbl!:uehry treasurer; Detl Trolhay
xgnn avenue, furniture; Jumes Hamlin, 89 Michigan avenue; anufacturing Company; Globe House Furnishing
Wagstalf, 388 Michigan avenue, shoes; A. H. Rose, 416 Mich: pany; Chas. A. King, merchant tailor.
isan avenue, builder; Henatine Medical Company, L 3. T. Han- J. I Carter & Co., salt manufacturers; George J. Worthy & Co.,
o 420 Michigan avenue; Hamilton Furniture Compan bankersand brokers; J. G. Wise, insurance: A. Maxwell Lyon,
Michigan avenue and Tenth street; M. Ascher, grocer, manager G. E. Insurance Company; H. Hitchcoc E
Michigan avenue; Jos. Klute, 514 Michi, avenue; Chas. Col- Matthews, r Otis Elevator Company; The 115 Creek
PEW, ETOCET, E&Michi n avenue; L. McFarland, 528 Michigan Coal Com; v g F. Berry, president, Jm'nnrs of coal; The
avenue, dr l- Hmm bakery, 536 Michigan ave- Southern Coal and Tra tion Company, N. O. Gray, gen-
nue; T.J. T ichi gannvenne.D A.Hen- eral manager, coal operators; The Northern Coal and %‘mns«-
derson, 550 Hiclli navenue; Wm. Kane 562 Mic Ef&nafenue portation Company, byJam Irwin, treasurer, coal miners;
8. Schadin, 690 htcenth strect; B Raweoo ections, 508 A B. Hall, assistant corporstion counsel; Marcel E. Hude, ste-
Michi _nmue Burk, cigars, 594 Michigan avenue; nogoragher , corporatio nsal, F.E.Bloom, insurance; A,
Jos, Merrill & Bro Wﬁﬂlﬁcﬁim nvenu.e, R. C. Juter- W 'ord Sons, bmkem' E. E. Hatch, woolens; Wm. 8. Pond,
hock, jewele‘r. nﬂmne. Bpeck ers, furni- general National Lafe Insurance Com of Ver-
ture and ca mont; T%wxﬂie, real estate; G. L Cot n, mer-
Chas. H. Heath. emlan IM'M h-lﬁnn avenne. G E. Rigl chant tailor; J. Mott, merchant tailor; G. H. Smith, clerk
fish dea 712 Mi 1 Avenue; bakery, 7 ﬁﬁ Central i Oumpn.nr The De Com-
Michi, na.venue. Andrew Baetz, ]J.!.B'I‘want. street; M. pany, lubricatin oﬂs,paints.etc The Hannan Real Estate Ex-
Crowley, produce, 808 Michigan avenua, Jos. Huettemann, 812 -:.Jhanga,per & Hannan, 1 w : John D. Mur-
Michiganavenue; %00(1?1‘ ting Com; I'l{v!m Michiganave- manager life insurance company; E. J. McKendree,
&?Bjﬁ .O:g:rggue_ (P\%_pbgrdave:ma. , druggist, E‘mker‘ The F. H. Wolf Brick Company.
avenm.x g %Phﬂm;ﬂn;‘mw] WDBiahophfeinsmm.HWGBmh coal; TI?JRW&OO
avenue C. C Chadwick, coal, 1458 Fourteenth avenue; P, H. treasurer : John McLean, 50 East Elgi I ‘f' Davis,
corner Michigan avenue and Twentioth street; Brooks & Hinchman Sons, William c ilhnms, resident,
John Stegskal, {mujchjgnn avenue; Hallock Orsland, 803 Mich~ wholesale perfumers; The Chas. A. Strelinger
igan avenue; Waler Eggs and Poulfry Company, 797 .Hichlglm oompgny per 5! ; Detroit Emery Wheel
avenue; Doran & wholesale grocers, 789 Michi ave- Compa: . , emery wheeﬁn' nd +. Ba; & Taylor,
mpgpg Gmmﬁw mcbisﬁﬂ a"““hﬁh‘:* p‘?;lntelrmle' John " Taylor, president, printing and bin ngﬁn?g 1
mﬁ,’mm 6. 61" Dibble, dir. Mickigan aorae, Jémes e S O e S The St oy Seen
F. Leake, 620 Michigan avenue; Fred. Feldman, 605 Michi manufacturersof billinrd halls; ‘Eﬁape& Sons, manufactur-
avenue; C. H. Baker, confectionery, 449 Michigan avenue; P ers of wagons and trucks: Banner Cigar Manufacturing Com-
Lyon, gents' Wﬁmzﬁﬂnavawﬂ pany, W. H. B;; J. A. Mowat; Company,
Harry Lando, secondhand stoves, 363 Michi s.venue, John H perP E. Hempberry, secretary and treasurer, manufac.
Fitzsimmons, cigar ma.numcturer, B4l gan mwxme, ¥ turers: Monnier Cycle 1-,- Company, per C. 8.
W. Baumgartner, r and hmen p e ey supplies; Contral Paint and Glass
street; Burks Grain and Elevator Compan; bar ot 00m~ H. A Neal, The Muzzy-Liyon Oom
merce; F. J. Simmons ak Co., Chamber of d‘ommarce, Jno. A. FHY mn]m Erum I E
Boyd, loan agent; A. J. Ellair Company, ain merchant; E:; Renetan r, ma.nu.f
Cash’ Buyers' Discount Company g _specialties; G. A. Lendke, shou%sineen. D. M. Forrkao Lem‘W Bowen,
GMEEMY & Carran, mrch&nt J. B. 'fham & Co. treasurer and general manager, seedsmen; The Boydell Bros.
n merchants; H. 8. Prince, Stute agnnt F'o Wayne and White Lead and Color Com ¥ John M presiden
tario Line and Ontario Dispatch; Geo. H. Braun, arehitect; paint” manufacturers; The E" it Fleetro Plating Com:
Account, Audit, and Assurance Company, Limited, EN H G secretary and mgr phﬁ_ng-
Hawkins, manager, auditors and accountants; The Eoﬁ. by dno. Dodge, engineers and 1 m
tional Amusement Stamp Oompany. of Detroit, Mich., Lim- e’rw Register Company, Limi
ited, commission Bd‘mnﬁn:l erican En in% Com- . manufacturers i : i gmq; Cnm-
pany, e'ﬂsinﬁm N &f}”;‘é‘l’mﬂﬁl‘ﬂ mE w famor, pany, 7 ;{J}m H. French, secretary, ma.t&nﬁtﬁm steel closet
“"i’ mber of Gommerce‘ J. H. Cummings & Co., Cham- urer, manufactarers metal spedal&éa;om Schreiner-Yates,
bero Commerce; 8, B Coleman, Ghnmberof Commerce; Thos, manufacturers novelties: Miclgan Cigar
Cha ‘be'r Gommar
Milsoun, Cham Jno. A, Campbe ufacturers igarbom:ohnnﬂms
J. J. Alley, retired; C, merchant; Chas. A. Berkey. &ngb L‘Im?gd, i nHm;lnlott,treasgrer manufacturers show
ghulgj?deiewelg"JuﬂusGmeiner joweler,%mﬁi;mr&sﬂg: eases: Michigan ; Company, manufacturers bungs; Stand-
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Bank; B, L. golkk & Gog publishers; W. J. Milward, raﬂxoa%: %ﬁwm‘“’m" o o P EAAESE
.H. roker; J. W.Dean agent Shredded Whea
Louis J. W ohnltch ‘mechanician; Bennett Stamp a and Btencil Loyal Amm Sweet. EIETHTIE COmpARY. - ¥an Jlek,
Works, by H. T. Bennett, treasurer; Partridge, blank o0l Stock o i gt i
book manufacturer; Thos. Hill, Hcrchants‘ Dispa. gy fing %ﬂgp“?y' ol John Lo hinist;
tion Company; E.E. Haskell, cw':lilo;:fmeer M. L. Wil Globa Tohaceo Company. W B"ﬁ‘;“- ey S &
me'tg:?ddant’ Commm'cial N Banl; ankﬂf urer mumctmrm : N. .Tm rta & Co., color %
])ﬂn wﬁrd 1n L
Weet & Bedelsheimr whi r D _ manufacturers: Detroit Alaska R. Berg, 60-T1
g T n e B 0 Praalilts vrcek Brady & Co 5 Wg&ﬁ*h‘%%ﬁ;‘ﬁ*
Alex Ga]loway, with Jacob Zn‘ge, plumber; The Western Paper d wreahs Detrot 1.0 £ ‘h:nait it
R oy ma gy, b I, ened. W ot 10 Atwater streot, Dotrolt. Mich. Schadt & Mathowsin 30
ster, 1 & Reid, 71-73 Shelby street; C. S.Dent&sca Woodward avenue, wholesale feath bed pille :d%wn
G. L. Devlin; "W, Cornehl & Son. 77 Larned, bookbinder. TIoniE: ATnatican Tany Dot Cos DJ g&al&(}o
Bavia. broxar, Jmo. Woodhouse & 0oy 8 WooAward. avenie, Croats B resnalons Git 0% TN Step “"feoﬂm
holesnlsbobaoeo‘njstsCFWhlt&kerA ue Theater Build- Taires & o g Walla Y s e tepiiamns, &
::f J. A. Macks & B H. F Pudrith, whole- Larned strect west; Clarence He ookh, ‘WW d
weler; L, J. (,‘allahm % Woodward avenue; Michigan Congress streots: Hos W, Btaem c% » mm
ectric Company Bullock, secretary and treasurer, cigars, tobacco; B m P wm' bkadit et . Eliaguﬁ' :
mchigan E‘ie(sta'ic H. ¥, de B, Cameron, 101 Wood: Moobs & Co.
wardoL (ﬁ‘m{y }ohn G. Lankel, treasurer, Bg;l&mnn, 90 Woodward avenue; Geo. Moebs & Co., 92 Wood-
Wood Da d Wallace gmcers. 103 Woodwn.rd w SYenpa
svemxe, Pardri & Walsh, 107 and Woodward avenue; M"x Pa hs.rdware, T. B. Rayl Compan B i h‘i rdware; Sol Ber-
The Baili ny‘ per Robt. L. Baile, secre And 'Lot'hdng parlor; H. The Regal Shoe
Mmr‘m(}nwo M. Gore Vsn Antwerp, 273 East Oom r, O'Brian & Co., 127-120 Woodward avenue; Fred
Oomereas B & Fraser, Griewold sirosts W M. Koy 1% 2o nfectioner, Ul Woodward; Daniel C. Grobbel,
Kinstry avenue. Peerless S inlty Company; Ed. La Danceur, clothing: M. J.
Morton Stencil Company, stencil and stamp manufacturers; John Ciganet, 4) Monroo avenue, hatter: A. Finsterwald, 67 e
I r & Co., bankers; Ralph Stone, assistant secretary, avenue, clothier; I. J. Keltch. clothier; Grunow & Patte
Detrois Trust Company; A. G. Lindsay, insurance: The De- drugs; Gus. W. Hartman, hatter and furnisher; J’oth Lieb:
troit Fire and Marine Insurance Company. by A. H, McDonell, erman & Co., 5t Gratiot o Chas. P. Brant, 9 Gratiot
BOBTOTRE mm. S W. Gurney, agent Buhl Building; Tho avenue; Union Hat Com , 102 Gratiot avenue; Thomas
Norris Company. H. Norria, seereary and manager, Walch, 104106 Gratiot; Bugg, jeweler, 118 Gratiot
1056 Lom ot e Com § st el avenue; C. J. Merbach, 122 Gratiot avenue, boots an
ng f_m - Rosen gmc";, 5 W. Fort street; Herman Spater, 124 Gratiot aau.vulm‘?l Chas. Feldmnn. 126 Gm—
Magel, real esmte 211 on l.uldmg, JA. Mercier tiot avenue; W. J. Clifford, 132 Gratiot; Jonaa. Roser & Alder,
contractor, Hammond Bui - F. O, Barkenan, insunnua, 128 Gratiot avenue, leather and findings; m&usndt, 183 Gra-
J. P. Cummiskey, G. 8. A., The O. W. Shipman Company; Her- tiot avenue; Brede & Schroeter, painteru rators, 152
mann Mayer Manufacturing Company, school supplies and Gratiot avenue.
furniture; Welch Brothers, Hammond Building: John M, Geo Vollrath, hardware; Otto Simon, jeweler; Benjamin F. Rose,
Nu ol, rea.l estate; F. B. Holmes & Co., fire brick and cement; Gratiot avenue; Wetﬂw!er Brm tailors and importers,
E. J. 418 ‘Hammond Building: 8. B. Macklem, 418 m Gmuot avenue; W. B dry goods, 194200 Gratiot
Bnmmond ]31;}1 : (. Ellsworth Burkit, 426 Hammond avenue; Spi dlerSon,wal‘l 5{)& ﬂUGraﬂm; avenue; Detroit
Bnﬂdmg Novelty Cloak Co: Gmt‘ot avenue, J. Miller: A.
Geo. W. House, sales agent; M. W. O'Brien, president les® Barron, MGmﬂotnmue, eroc‘ﬁm-y Deghm-
Savings Bank; C. L. Wheelock, accident insurance: J. Wm. ware; 8. E. Werner, milli Eﬁ(: avenue; F,
Garrison, broker; C. F. Livermore, railroad accountant; Goorge & Son, Naph House, 232 Gratiot evenue; Herm. Beese & 00
M. Crocker; Joseph ]3 Moom, insurance and real estate; Geo. 240 Gratiot; C. Jacobson, 266 Gratiot: Hugo J. Denk, picture
M. Schettler, druggist; Alderman & Gorton, investment ge- frame manufacmmr J. F. Weber, lnmber; Detroit (hndy
curities; A. W. G iyt neont securities; E, U. Donovan, Company, Hmited, F. Winter, manager; S.
geneml m.nml.gnr Ideal Reserve: M.t nSulphxteFﬁn‘eCm‘n ratiot avenue; F. W. Droelle, dr 271 Gratiot ave-
E Curtis, secretary Wm ates, insurance; L. W. mm, John Benshnber. furniture, 261263 Grratiot avenue; Ber-
rgridia,lml estate anﬂ nnninﬁ The A. Marymont Com- man, Meine & Co., wholesale clothing: Fred Bassi ‘mm
¥, wholesale hqt‘:)or' Bql;hom ﬂ]on, life mmance, H_g nﬁan‘ufacturin%onéec%gw. 245-251 g;nﬂot avenue; G«} J.
eisinger, contractor; pan eck, printer; A. Richards, company; J. en-
Corterno, jr., secretary and treasurer, putﬁh&rs, y per ﬁnssn{o&ﬂor-
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Marr & Taylor, dry %)da; Macauley Bros., booksellers; Jno. H.
;, manager W. L. Douglas Shoe Company; W. E. Barker

& Co., furniture, 178 Woodward avenue; New York Suit, Cloak
and Gompnn]s', suits, cloaks, and furs, 182 Woodward ave-
nue; Newcomb Endicott Commng&dv? goods, 190 Woodward
avenue; Thos. J. Walsh, jeweler, oodward avenune; 8. C.
Duntin & Co., opticians, 210 Woodward avenue; White Sewing

e Company, sewing machines: Geo. L. Robinson, man-

ager, bicycles and automobiles; J. B. Mulhall, English Woolen
Mills Company; J. B. Aldrich, manager Standard 39“"1‘?
Machine Company: Bamuel Smith, merchant tailor; Geo. F.
248 Woodward avenue; F. G. Barton & Co., mantels,
tes, and fixtures: L. A. Howard, 41 East Elizabeth; W. C.
nds & Co., 264 Woodward avenue; Andrew Hain, caterer
oodward avenue: The J. F. Hartz C

0., manufacturers of
surgical instruments; L. P. H. Fisher, china, 2/2 Woodward
avenue; Theodore

Mau, furrier, 260 Woodward avenue;
Geo. E. Angell, confectioner, 235 Woodward avenue; F. T.
Collver, pianos, 124-126 Miami avenue; Goldhergnﬁms., depart-
ment store, 225-7-9 Woodward avenue; Grinnell Bros., music
store, 219-223 Woodward avenune.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, the people of my district
are especially interested in the measure now pending before Con-
gress. (Generally the people of Louisiana, t.honﬂtllin a less degree,
are vitally interested in the issues involved by the passage otggﬁis
measure; but in discussing this measure I shall not limit myself
purely to the local bearing this bill may have on my constituents,
nor shall I limit my argument with the effect it might have npon
the people of Louisiana, which in part I represent, but I hope to
take a broader ground and to discuss this question from a broad
rather than a local standpoint.

I may preface my remarks with the statement that from the
first tariff act—that of July 4, 1789—enacted by the Congress of the
United States until the tariff act of 1890 no tariff legislation has
been by the American Congress that did not impose a sub-
stantial tariff upon sugars imported into this country. Imakean
exception of the tariff act of 1890, because that tariff act put sugar
on the free list. Yet at the same time, in order to give that in-
dustry an equality of standing in the market with other industries
benefited by tariff legislation, a bounty of 2 cents on refined sugars
and of 14 cents on inferior grades was paid the domestic sugar
growers of this country. The bounty schedule of that tariff was
Opﬁsed at that time by the Louisiana sugar producers.

e reason for the opposition was that it was thought that a
bounty would not meet with the general approval of the people of
the United States. Against the protest of the sngar producers of
Louisiana this bounty was given, and then there was a provision

laced in the bill which provided that the President of the United

tates, by proclamation, might declare a tariff upon sugars com-
ing from countries where, in his opinion, a discrimination was
made by the tariff legislation of such country against the intro-
duction of American manufactured goods into it, and the Presi-
dent of the United States was aunthorized, by proclamation, to
legislate and to impose a tariff upon goods coming from such
country, and then to cancel this proclamation tariff by enacting
reciprocity treaties with the countries discriminating against
American manufactured goods. That tariff became law in 1880,

It is my purpose to demonstrate that neither Republican nor

Democrat should vote for this measure, nor should any American

ive it his support. The Republican members should not vote

glr it because it contemplates a violation of good faith, by that
, with the domestic sugar producer.

In 1890, when the tariff on sugar was abandoned for the first
time, as I have related, paragraph 231 of that bill, commonly
known as the McKinley bill, gave a bounty on sngars as follows:

Sugars not below 90° polariscope, 2 cents per pound.

Sugars between 80° and 90° polariscope, 1§ cents per pound.

Paragraph 726 placed sugars not above 16 Dutch standard,
which is commonly known as raw sugar, on the free list.

By paragraph 237 sugars above 16 Dutch standard, which is
known ;lw refined sugar, five-tenths of a cent per pound duty was
imposed.

.{,:)ld where the sugar was imported into this country from a
country which placed a bounty on such sugars, then a counter-
vailing duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound was placed in ad-
dition to the five-tenths cent just mentioned.

Then came section 8, anthorizing the President by proclamation
to place a duty on sugar and one or two other articles mentioned
in the section when coming from a country where it was desired
to have a treaty of reciprocity enacted between such conntry and
the United States, and npon the adoption of such a treaty by the
two countries to remove that duty. The section fixed the extent
to which the President could by proclamation enact tariff legis-
lation against such country as he desired to enter into reciprocal
trade.

Sugars not above 13 Dutch standard and not above 75° polari-
scoge paid a duty of seven-tenths of a cent per pound, and for
each additional degree of the polariscope was added two one-
hundredths of a cent per pound.

Sugars above 13 Dutch standard and not above 16 Dutch stand-
ard, 1§ cents per pound.

Sugars above 16 Dutch standard and not above 20 Dutch stand-
ard, 1% cents per pound.

Above 20 Dutch standard, 2 cents per pound.

In 1892 the Democratic party in convention at Chicago adopted
in its platform the following plank, which has special relation to
this section of the McKinley law. That plank, section 4, reads as
follows:

Trade interchange on the basis of reciprocal advantages to the countries
participstinghi:a time-honored doctrine of the Democratic faith, but we de-
nounce the sham reciprocity which juggles with the ple's desire for en-
la foreign markets and fraerexctanﬁw bg pretending to establish closer
trade relations for a country whose articles of export are almost exclusivel
agricnltural produects with other countries that are also agricultural, whﬂg
erécting a custom-house barrier of prohibitive tariff taxes against the richest
of the countries of the world, that stand ready to take our entire surplus of
products and to exchange therefor commaodities which are necessaries and
comforts of life among our own people.

In 1893 the Democrats came into power, and in 1894 what was
known as the Wilson bill was enacted. In that bill sugar was
restored to the dutiable list and the bounty was repealed. The
sugar-schedule provision in that bill was as follows:

Paragra})h 1824 imposed a tariff on all sugars imported into this
country of 40 per cent ad valorem. Then there was a differen-
tial in favor of refined—that is, covering all sugars above 16 Dutch
standard, on which sugars a duty of one-eighth cent per pound
was added to the 40 per cent ad valorem; and again there was a
countervailing duty—that is, where sugars came from a conntry
paying any kind of a bounty to the domestic producer of that
country, then one-tenth of a cent per pound additional was placed
upon such sugars.

The reciprocity clause of the McKinley law, which was section
3 of the act of 1890, was by section 71 re ed in 8o many words.

This was looked upon by the Republicans as a breaking of
faith by the Democratic party with the domestic sugar producer,
and that feeling found e ion in the national Republican
platform of 1896. The plank relating to that section of the Wil-
son bill repealing section 3 of the act of 1890 reads as follows:

We beli th 1 of th i it; 1 tiated by th
last %ap&gﬁ&nam%tl&rﬁéﬁclﬁgﬁmgiS ‘n :ES we den?;ang
their renewal and extension on such terms as will equalize our trade with
other nations, remove the restrictions which now obstruct the sale of Ameri-
ean products in the ports of other countries, and secure enlarged markets for
the products of our farms, forests, and factories.

Protection and reciprocity are twin measures of Republican policy and
hand in hand. Democratic rule has recklaaalg struck down both, and both
must be reestablished. Free admission for the necessaries of life which we
do not produce; reciprocity agreements of mutual interests which again
open markets for us EJ. return for our open markets to others. Protection
builds up domestic industry and trade and secures our own markets for our-

selvels; reciprocity builds up our foreign trade and finds an outlet for our
surpias. .

. * + * * * *
We condemn the t{imm Administration for not keeping faith with the
sugar producers of this country. The Republican party favors such protec-

tion as will lead to the production on American smgaof all the sugar which
the American people use, and for which they pay other countries more than
£100,000,000 annually.

In 1897, the Republicans securing control of the Government,
the Dingley law was enacted that same year. The Republican
party again returned to the doctrine of reciprocity, though the
method of applying that doctrine was changed from the method
which had prevailed under the McKinley law. P ph 209 of
the Dingley law placed a tariff on sugars not above 16 Dutch
standard and not above 75° polariscope at ninety-five one-hun-
dredths of a cent per pound, and provided an additional thirty-
five one-thousandths of a cent per pound for every additional de-
gree of the polariscope. That established, thescale of tariff npon
sugar per 100 pounds was as follows:

Cents. | Cents,

e e L e e BRe e L i e e e
1.2 ¥ ‘

1.055 1

g
T e e T S )

Then there was, by the same section, a differential duty allowed
(that is, refined sugars, or sugars above 16 Dutch standard, re-
gardless of the polariscopic test, received a flat duty of $1.95 per
100 pounds); and then there was a countervailing duty, which
in that law was fixed on the equivalent of whatever bounty was
paid by the country from whence the sugar came; and then
there was a reciprocity section, which enabled the President, by
reciprocal trade arrangements with other countries, to reduce

‘this tariff 20 per cent, provided the reciprocity should not con-

tinue for more than five years, and fixing the limit of time—two
years—within which such treaty should be enacted by the Presi-
dent. Hence it is that the President can not to-day, under this
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provision, enact a treaty of reciprocity with Cuba without the
prwd action on the part of Congress as defined in this bill.

en this bill was pending before the House prominent mem-
bers on the Republican side, in their several speeches upon the
bill, all declared that the purpose of this provision of the tariff
bill was to renew the faith that had been broken, as they claimed,
by the Democratic party with the American sugar producer by
the passage of the Wilson bill, and to carry out the platform dec-
laration of their party, as I have read it a while ago.

Mr. GROSVENOR said, in his speech of March 24, 1897:

There is not a principle involved in its formation, not a condition sug-

ted in its mmiﬂlx):ation, not a rate of duty, not a principle of tariff taxation

t has not been protested against by the sugar trust and fought to the
bitter end before the Committee on Wa{s and Means.

We propose that instead of sending §125,000,000 a y to the foreign coun-
tries o?tha world, most of which goes to pay labor in fhe production of sugar,
we will make it possible for every pound of sugar that we want to be pro-
duced in the United States of America. : ) :

The Republican party comes and offers to the agriculturists of this count

! ficent boon. “We will protect the industries of the country in all
directions from further demoralization, and we ask you to turn aside hundreds
of thousands of acres of the splendid lands of all of these States from the pro-
ductioa of corn, oats, wheat, potatoes, and cotton, to be put into an already
overstocked market. to the production of sugar, and give to the farmers
u&nu the farming lands of the country a better market with less competition
than they now have.

On the next day Mr. STEELE said:

With regard to sugar, I predict that if the tariff fixed by this bill is un-
changed for a period of ten years, we will at the end of that time be pro-
ducing not only enough for our own consumption, but as much as we care to
export, and at very little additional cost to the consumer,

On the same day Mr. PAYNE said:

Mr. Chairman, I will tell the House how we propose to reduce revenne
when it becomes necessary to do so, but I can onl t at it now, as my re-
maining time is 2o limited, We propose to take off five or six millions a year
of duty on the linen that we import by producing it in this country and not
having to pay any duty upon it, because it will not be imported. [Applause
on the R(\puﬁhmn side.] We p to raise beet sugar and cane mﬂr
enough in this country to supply all our 73,000,000 le, who must have the
'hefst in the world, and in that way we will take off $50,000,000 in the course of
o few years.

On July 19, 1897, both Mr. Dingley, chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee, and Mr. PAYNE, then member and now chair-
%um of sm'cil committee, used this very significant langnage. A

AYNE said:

‘What shall be done with the sngar trust? Well, I will tell you what, inmy
opinion, is the best way of dealing with it. Establish a bee r factory in
every Con onal district in the United States. [Applause on the Repub-
lican side.] Give competition and lots of it everywhere. Put the farmers
over against the trust by passing this bill and reduce the price of sugar so
that German raw sugar can not be brought in to be refined here.

Gentlemen on the other side, come over and help us, while we help the
farmers out. }Slmnfhtersndnpplsuseg You ngers over there, come and
help us. You Populists, that go up and down the streets day afier day pro-
claiming your devotion to the interests of the farmers, help us out now when
we are trying to help the farmers in this industry that we can establish so
successfully. In this way you will do something toward demolishing the
trust, You will accomplish more in this way than by mere invective—by
running windmills, and all that. [Laughter and applause.]

Why should we not produce all of our sugarin this country? Why,it costs
us, Mr., S er, about one hundred millions. We were lno"ltinF around for
proper subjects for taxation. 'We knew that sugar would produce an enor-
mons revenue: and besides all that. we knew that all adequate protective
tariff would build up the industry in this country, and as it was gradually
built up the revenue from that source will be uced; by and by the rev-
enue will come in more largely from other sources, and when this industry is
fully established and revenue from sugar ceases the reduction will keep pace
with the increase. The thing will regulate itself; we will not disturb our
tariff in the next quarter of a century.

And Mr, Dingley said:

It should be borne in mind that the general increase of duty on sugar
made in the pro tariff has been made not only to increase the revenue,
but also to further encourage the production of beet sugar in this country
and furnish a new crop for our farmers, who are being sorely pressed as to
our large wheat surplus by Russian and South American competition. I be-
lieve the time has come when the production of our own sugar from the beet
ought to be.and can be successfully entered upon, and thus the seventy-five
mui?lions sent abroad for the purchase of our sugar ultimately distributed
here to our farmers. dy, indeed, it has demonstrated that we can
smecessfully produce beet sugar here, and the ?roposed duty placed on that
article will gradually bring this about, while for the time being affording
increased revenue.

Certainly nothing can be done to so sncceasfully c]jget:la wings of the sugar
trust as to develop our beet-sugar industry. Sugar-beet factories turn out
their product in a refined form, and thus become the efficient competitors of
other refiners. The successful establishment of the sugar-beet industry in
even half of the twenty-six States which can and will successfully grow sugar
beets under the prog tariffl would speedily end any sugar trust, and would
at the same time confer immense benefit on our farmersand all of our people.

It is quite clear in all of these declarations that the attempt of
the Republican party to-day, under the management of the same
leaders who managed the passage of the Dingley law in 1897, with
the proposed cut of 20 per cent on Cuban sugar, the main com-
petitor of the domestic sugar producers of this country is a vio-
lation of faith on the part of that party and its leaders with the
domestic sugar producer. It is an unnecessary, unjust, and
brutal violation of good faith. For, Mr. Chairman, if the Demo-
crafic party in its passage of the Wilson bill broke faith with the
domestic sugar producer—and it was so declared by the Republi-
can convention—then the Republican party to-day is breaking
faith with the domestic sugar producer in attempting to foist

upon this country in behalf of a people whom they claim are to-

day suffering, and whom the proof shows are not suffering at
all, by fixing a tax less than the Wilson rate upon sugars coming
into competition with domestic sugar.

But, Mr. Chairman, I have had occasion, some two years ago,
in addressing sugar planters in Lionigiana, to take the position that
while the Republican party favored protection to all American
industries, it also favored reciprocity; that the reciprocity which
it favored, as contemplated by the Dingley law, was such an ap-
plication of that policy as provides for reciprocal trade agree-
ment with sugar as a basis; that the Republican party in carrying
out the doctrine of reciprocity was to enter into such agreement
only with sugar-producing nations and with sugar as a basis of
such trade agreement, !

In his speech a few days ago the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
GROSVENOR], in his effort to carry out his party’s behest to break
faith with the American sugar producer, catechised his Republican
colleagues who, representing districts in the North and West,
where sugar is produced. have been valiantly resisting the efforts
of the Republican leaders on this floor to carry out this violation of
faith; and I desire to call the ial attention of these gentlemen,
whose conrage, convictions, and manly conduct deserves the pland-
its mot only of their own constituency, but of the entire people
throughout the United States—I desire to call their attention,
and the attention of the country generally, to the remarks of the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] made only a few days
ago on this subject. He said:

I remember the discussion growing out of that bill. For ten days ws sat
here in the Committee of the Whole and the bill was discussed. A great
question arose; and, strangely enough, it was, among other things, the
tariff which caused the greatinterest therein. It was the 'gurpose of the
B;:b]jcans in that body to ?']aca sugar on the free list, and we had a sort of

ttle cry—I always thought it was more or lessunwerthy—of a ** free break-
fast table,” and we shook our fists in the faces of the Democrats on the other
side and demanded a *free breakfast table.,” Bo it was, however, that we
placed sugar on the free list absolutely, making no tariff upon the raw-sugar
product of Cuba, but placing a bounty of 2 centsa rpnmx:ui upon the American
product of sugar. At that time we were looking forward to the question of
the production of beet sugar. We also provided for the free introduction
into the United States of machinery for the manufacture of beet . We
had made a;argngements for the free introduction into the United States of

snﬁir—‘ueat i

cite this fact to show that the beet-sugar industry was then in ease, if not
in an assured condition of success. The great questionas to the sugar sched-
ule of that day grew out of the difference of opinion between . Blaine,
who had been for a long time an advocate of reciprocity, and William McKin-
ley, who was at that early day also a disciple of Blaine recipmcit{.nbut not
committed to all the details of Blaine's tion. It so ha ed that I my-
self heard inthe State Depa eri i ussion between
Mr. McKinley and Mr. Blaine upon this e%nestmn, one side favoring a tariff
on sugar, hides, ete., all put into the schedule, and then left competent for
the President of the United States, in case of reciprocity, to take the tax off
sugar. This was a question of law and administration, and both the great
leaders to whom I have referred favored the use of sugar as a of recip-
rocal negotiation. Bugar was then an “infantindustry,” and yet these two
great champions of protection fa reciprocity in this artic%

There never has n an attempt to establish reciprocal trade with any
great sugar-raising country that did not involve negotiation looking for the
use of ”“E“ as one of the articles to be affected.

The T greatleadersof the party at the time took exactly the other view of
it,and argued in favor of leaving the duty off or prescribing the amount that
should be proclaimed by the President in case reciprocity should fail. And
o0 it was that we ultimately placed sugar on the free list, providing that
there was no adequate of sufficient or satisfactory reciprocity granted by the
foreign States; then the Presidentof the United States might put sugar com-
ing from such country onto the tariff scheduleat a rate of duty which we pre-
scribed in the law, 4

Then we went forward, and reciprocity for the first time found an endur-
ing place upon the statute books of the United States. And reciprocity at
that early period of time numbered within the articles that were to be taken
possession of and dealt with for reciprocal trade with foreign countries this
same vexed article of sugar. Then came the Democratic tariff of 184, the
soccalled Wilson bill, which grew out of the defeat of our party in 1800 and
1892, and in that law the Democratic party placed itself in utter hostility to
the reciprocity conditions or propositions of the McKinley law and put the
tariff on sngar, and we went forward through the disastrous period with
which we are all familiar and about which I do not propose now to talk.

Then came the Dinrgley bill. Now, let me tell gentlemen who undertake
to assanlt members of this House for lack of fidelity to the Dingley law that
it would be well for them before they attempt to sow the seeds of discord in
the Republican ranks in this country, before they attempt to aid the Demo-
cratic party of this country to secure a mnjo‘ritznm the next House, it would
be well for some politicians and statesmen to know something about what
they are talking about. [Launghter.]

ent an almost acrimonious

1 r ’
Lverybody who had anything to do with making the Dingley law—and

there are present in this Honse no less than seven or (!Zifht. of the members
who all that winter long following the election of McKinley in November,
sat down day and night and S8undays in the Cochran Hotel and worked on the
bill which was to be offered in the spring, and they will all remember that
Mr. Dingley and the weight of opinion in that conference was against the
high rate of duty that afterwards appeared in the law on raw and refined
sugar. But at last, after a long contest, lasting all winter, and after the
sugar trust had been heard, and after the beet-sugar men had come here
in full force—intelligent men, far-sighted gentlemen—the Dingley bill was

sed in the House, providing for a certain reduction upon raw sugar from

ba and every other country that would enter into reciprocal relations
with the people of the United gtates.

Again, speaking of the conference between the House and Sen-
ate on the ley bill, he says:

If we should cut down the duty upon refined sugar it wounld harm the
‘beet-s‘nﬁr interest, and if we should cut down the duty on raw sugar, then
wa should beneflt, it was said, the sugar trust, as it was called. So, at last,
finding ourselves led by Dingley, so far as the House members of the con-
ference were concerned, we voted to retain those provisions—to retain the

e ——— —~ T
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HBCO at that time, that sugar would be one of the prime articles
that w used in the interest of reciprocity.

And he concludes:

Now, I have shown conclusively, and I challenge contradiction, that X
has been, in Republican estimation and in Republican enactment and m
publican discussion, und to be a fit subject of reciprceity.

Thus it is seen, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. GrROSVENOR] in this argnment confirms the position that I
occupied when addressing myself to the sugar producers of Louisi-
ana, and ittilj: well t.h;at fpttga t;riends on ﬂ'JI? hc;;.her si‘tile should full%
appreciate the import o position. is is said in no spirit o
disparagement of the former conduct of the beet-sugar growers
in the polities of the country, but it is well that a man en
in a business predicated upon the good faith of party leaders should
know axac:;llg how such party leaders stand in reference to their

its, and should understand not merely what the declarations
of the party may be, but what the practice of that party is, and
itl'.l;zs to that that I shall direct the attention of the gentlemen at
this time.

This argument ibly in no wise appeals to my colleagues on
the Democratic Bige but as I propose to show that under Demo-
cratic doctrine there is no room for reciprocity, they may be ex-
pected to stand aside while I demonstrate the correctness of my
contention and the contention of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
GRrosveNOR] that reciprocity as understood and as practi by
the Republican party is such a consummation as compels the
domestic sugar Eroducer to buy on a highly protected market

duty um sugar—with the distinct expectation, which every member
ould be

ev ing that he uses and consumes, and to sell on a reciprocity
market, which is only another word for a free-trade market,
ev ing he produnces.

I have shown by the utterances of one closely conmected with

tariff legislation what his conception of his party’s utterances on
reciprocity is. Now, I propose to show the acts of that party and
to demonstrate that both he and I are correct—that is, the Re-
publican party only favors such reciprocity as will tend to as-
gist other protected manufactured goods in this conntry at the
expense, under the doetrine of reciprocity, of the domestic sugar

producer.
An investigation of the reciprocity treaties as enacted, both un-
der the Dingley law and the McKinley law, confirms me in the

opinion that this is so. I have here a list of all the treaties

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman allow me?

Mr. BROUSSARD. Certainly.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The genfleman from Louisiana
would not have the House understand that at that time we were
producing any considerable amount of sugar?

Mr. BROU D. No; we were producing about 250,000 tons
of sugar, mainly in Louisiana. Itis not'pertinent to the discus-
sion of this question whether the President, under the McKinley
law, was authorized to impose a tariff on sugar and then destroy
that tariff to secure reciprocal trade, but it is Eﬁmnt to dem-
onstrate that the policy of the Republican §rty been properly
announced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSYENOR] when
he says that sugar has been the main basis of reciprocity under
Republican doctrine.

Mr. WM, ALDEN SMITH. That was because it was an ar-
ticle of necessity and they could traffic in it. We did not produce
that necessity.

Mr. BROUSSARD. The gentleman will allow me to say that
we do not do it now. We may do it in the near future.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We will do it. )

Mr. BROUSSARD. Ithinkwe candoit. Iam notsaying this
in criticism of the gentleman; I agree with him in the position he
occupies. What I am saying is in line with the general argument
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], which I have
been maintaining for three fyears in my district.

Now, an examination of the freaties negotiated under the
McKinley and Dingley laws will demonstrate the correctness of
the position. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from
New York [Mr. McCLELLAN] who has argued that reciprocity
was Democratic doctrine, and who quoted extensively from
Thomas Jefferson, to this fact: That, strange to say, arguning reci-
procity was Democratic and quoting Jefferson in support of his
position, he did not produce a single treaty, negotiated by Jeffer-
gon himself or by Jefferson’s Administration while he was Presi-
dent of the United States, carrying out the doctrine that he
announced here. The first treaty of reciprocity, barring one en-
acted in 1856, was the treaty of 1876, and that treaty was with
Hawaii, enacted b{o: Republican administration, placing upon
the American mar Hawaiian sugar in free competition with
the only sugar of the United States, that produced in Louisiana.

The reciprocity treaties enacted under section 3 of the act of
1890 was with Brazil in 1891; with in, not with reference to
Spain itself but with reference, and it is so mentioned in the
treaty, to Cuba and Porto Rico, both exporters of sugar. The

-islands; with the Dominican Republic, a producer an

reciprocity treaty in 1891 with Santo Domingo, an island export-
ing sugar; with British Guiana; with Trinidad and Tobago and
the Barbados; the Leeward Islands and the Windward Islands;
with Jamaica; with Salvador in 1891, and Nicaragna and Guate-
mala and Honduras, all exporters of sugar, are all based on sugar
as the primary article intended to be affected by the treaty. There
was not one single treaty enacted under the McKinley law that
was not predicated npon sugar as a basis of such treaty.

Now, it does not make much difference, in so far as this argn-
ment is concerned, that these things transpired then, becanse the
Emducer was receiving his 2 cents bounty, or 14 of a cent on sugar

elow certain tests, but it is significant, that both under the
McKinley and the Dingley law, with few exceptions, all treaties
that have been enacted, and most of the latter treaties remain un-
ratified in the Senate to-day, are predicated npon a discrimination
against the domestic sugar producer. Under the tariff act of
1897 there was a treaty with France; sugar is nota part of it, but
I mention all of them that I may show that my position is not
partisan and that I may argue from a broad standpoint. The
treaty with France in 1896, with Germany in 1900, with Porfugal
and Italy are all ratified.

Now, as to the unratified treaties. Let us see how they read.
There is a treaty with the United Kingdom, not for goods pro-
duced in England, but for &oda produced in Jamaica, Coacas,
and the Turks Island, and Barbados, all producers of sugar;
with Denmark, not with reference to goods produced in Denmark,
but goods produced in the Danish West Indies, sugar-producing
exporter
of sugar, Nicaragua and Ecuador and Argentina. They all show
that the basis of the treaty was the reduction of the tariff on raw
sugar, that fhe trust might obtain its sugar cheaper to compete
with the American sugar producer. The reduction on sugar
from Barbados and other islands is 124 per cent. On Argentina
it is 20 per cent, the full limit allowed by the Dingley law.

Now, these treaties show that while gentlemen on the other
side argue, and I believe they argue conscientiously, that the doc-
trine of reciprocity, as understood by the Republican party, is a
reciprocity that does not interfere with domestic producers, in
fact and in practice the application of the doctrine has been pecul-
iarly resting on sugar as a basis. Sugar has been the main pro
of every reciprocity treaty enacted, both under the Dingle ang
under the McKinley laws. Gentlemen tell us that this bill pro-
vides for only 20 per cent reduction on sugar from Cuba; that it
will not harm the American sugar ucer,

Do you remember that they e the same argnment in 1876?
Look over the debates mpon that question. Reciprocity with
Hawaii was the theme then, and free sugar through Republican
legislation was brought from there to this country under that
treaty. Do yon remember—I remember it because during every
subsequent transaction of this character I have had the honor of
a seat upon this floor—do you remember that when Hawaii was
annexed to the United States gentlemen on the other gide of the
House and some on this side also said: ‘‘ Well, Hawaii produces
only a certain amount of sugar and can not interfere with the
domestic sugar producer?”’

Hawaii was annexed. What has been the result? She pro-

duced more the next year after annexation than all the domestic
producers of sugar produced in this country. Do yon remember
that when the Porto Rico bill was pending here, and when it was
proposed to reduce the tariff by cutting the Dingley rate to 25
per cent of the duty im by that act, gentlemen said: *“It
can not hart us, becanse Porto Rico produces only 150,000 tons of
sugar annually?’’ Yet what has been the result? To-day the
sugar of Porto Rico comes into competition with that of our
domestic producer; and Porto Rico has doubled her production
since.
Do gcm remember that the other day when we had the Philip-
pine bill before us, and it was proposed to cut the Dinﬂgy rate
upon the products of the Philippine Islands coming into this coun-
try, gentlemen said: ‘“ They produce only a little sugar, and the
importation can not hurt the domestic producer?’’ So the Phil-
ippines were packed on top of Hawaiiand Porto Rico. And,now
we come to the greatest cane-producing island of all the world;
and gentlemen make the same argument that this island does not
produce much sugar, and the importations from it can not affect
the domestic engar producer of this country. They have made
this argnment on all occasions and on every one of these proposi-
tions.

They have made it until they have piled up the production of
Hawaii, and the production of Porto Rico, and the produetion of
the Philippines; and now they proEosa to pile on t Bgcgrmluchon
of Cuba. And they say it can not hurt us use of these,
singly, does not produce very much sugar. Soon we may expect
a repetition of the argument when this Republican Administra-
tion concludes the purchase of the Danish West Indies. The ar-
gument in each case is that the domestic producer can not be
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harmed. Singly, possibly not, but collectively the certain de-
struction of the domestic industry must follow such policy.

Mr. Chairman, putting the entire production of these islands
together, they can produce much more sugar than can be con-
sumed in this country; nay, they can produce all the sugar to
supply the consumption of the world. Iam borne out in this
statement by statistics collected by our Government, and the
proposition will scarcely be controverted by any gentleman fa-
miliar with the subject.

Of course this is no argnment to meet the position that some
gentlemen occupy on this floor, but it does meet the argument of
gentlemen on the other side who are now advocating a 20 per cent
reduction of tariff on the Cuban product. It does meet their as-
snmption that while they are urging this kind of * reciproci%“
they are in favor of protection to all American industries. 0
kind of ** reciprocity ** which they favor affects only the domes-
tic sugar producer. In other words, they want everything that
iz sold in this country, everg:‘tﬂhing that the American sugar pro-
ducer must buy and use in his home and in the manufacture of
his sugar, sold on a protected basis; and yet, when it comes to his
product, they want him to sell in a free market.

It is a matter of easy determination, susceptible of absolute
proof, that the rate of tariff on sugar as fixed in the Dingley law,
with the annexation by the Republican party of Hawaii and
Porto Rico, whose sugars come free, and of the Philippines,
whose tariff on sugar has been immensely reduced, and with the
present proposition going into effect, is less than 40 per cent ad
valorem, the duty fixed in the Wilson bill.

I do not think any gentleman will controvert that proposition.
So that we are again brought to the forced conclusion that if the
Democratic party broke faith with the domestic sugar producer,
as declared by the Republican platform of 1886, the Republican
party has not only broken faith with them but has rendered
their position more precarious than it was during the existence of
the Wilson law., For while then the tariff on sugar bore a just

roportion to other tariffs, while then the domestic T pro-
gucer received a small tariff on his product, he in turn had the
El(;ivi]ege of buying every product which entered into his life, his
me, and his business in a market where such product received
the benefit merely of an equivalent tariff.

The domestic sugar producer might be said to be in the position
that the smallness of the tariff on his product was balanced when
he went on the market to buy what he needed by the small tariff
on the products that he needed, nsed, and consumed. Under
present conditions the domestic sugar producer finds himself in a
position where he is compelled to buy on the highest protected
market in the world everything that enters his household, his
business, and his needs, and to dispose of his own product upon
a market where the equal protection intended for him under the
law has been broken down and destroyed, step by step. until he
is forced into competition with the cheap product of other coun-
tries.

This fact is so palpable and so significant that I trust gentlemen
on the other side and the people of the country generally will note
the unjust and systematic discrimination that has been conducted
‘b:?‘ the Republican vagart_‘, against the domestic sngar producer

orth, South, and West

The Republican v has said that protection and reciprocity
go hand in hand. e President has said that reciprocity is the
*handmaid”’ of protection. That may be true in theory, but un-
questionably in practice it is not so. I say that reciprocity as
appiied to sugar is the * cat’s-paw ™ of protection; for the domes-
tic sugar producer sees a systematic movement on the part of the
Republican party to use his industry to pull the nuts from the
fire and to perpetuate the exorbitant tariff rates upon other man-
ufactured goods in this country.

In other words, when the tariff rate is so high upon everything
that a surplus grows in the Treasury to such an extent as requires
the pruning out of this surplus the domestic sugar producer finds
that in order to maintain the high rates on other industries and
other manufactured goods the Republican party, with the cry of
“ reciprocity,”’ forces him upon the altar of sacrifice. It is true
that s is used to produce revenue when revenue is needed,
but is also used to reduce revenue when more favored industries
are involved.

And for one I never can see, in view of these facts, how any
sugar producer can subscribe to the twin doctrines of the Repub-
lican party on this guestion. Rather would I trust to the doc-
trine of t?le Democratic party, which contemplates a tariff for
revenue, for upon that basis the sugar producer can predicate the
most truly just argument for a tariff; and a good tariff should be
placed upon his product, for the reason that it is the article which
produces most revenue, which gives the least protection, and
which bears most universally and justly and equitably on all the

le of the country, and therefore is tEe fairest of all the tariffs.
pef%m_e heretofore argued that no Republican should vote for

this measure, and I have heretofore stated that no Democrat
canvote for it. I believe I have proved thatno Republican should
vote for it, and I shallnow undertake to prove that this measure
is not entitled to a single Democratic vote on this floor.

I shall predicate my first argument on this point npon the fact
that this measure is purely a Republican measure, and a voie on
the Democratic side in its support is a vote to further the interest
of the Republican Administration, which position, in my mind, no
Democrat should take unless there are very grave reasons why
he should assist in carrying out an adverse Administration meas-
ure as a matter of essential interest to the entire country. That
this is a Republican measure is palpable. The following excerpts
from various reports recite a part of the history of this bill and
its Republican paternity. I shall give them.

President Mc ey, in his message to us of December 5, 1899,
said:

This nation has assumed before the world a grave responsibility for the
future d gavarnment of Cuba. We have accepted a trust, the ment
of which calls for the sternest integrity of purpose and the exerciss of the

hest wisdom. The new Cuba yet to arise from the ashes of the past must
needs be bound to us by ties of gingular intimacy and strength if its enduring
welfare is to be assured. Whether those ties shall be organic or conven-
tional, the destinies of Cuba are in some rightful form and manner irrevoca-
linked with our own, but how far and how is for the future to deter-
e in the ripeness of events.
. Major-General Wood, military governor of Cuba, in an author-
ized statement recently published, said:

On_the other hand, unless action is taken, and taken promptly. on the
question of tariff reduction, Cuba will be a monument, not to the effects
of our intervention, but to the ruin which has followed the destruction of her
great industry.

The Secretary of War, in his annual report for 1901, said:

Our present duty to Cuba can be performed by the making of such recipro-
cal arrangements with her as President McKinley urged in his
words to his country at Buffalo on the ith of September. A reasonable re-
duction in our duties npon Cuban sugar and tobacco in exchange for fairl
compensatory reductions of Cuban duties upon American products wlﬁ
answer the purpose, and I strongly urge that such an arrangement be
promptly made.

And again:

Aside from the moral obligations to which we committed ourselves when
we drove Spain out of Cuba, and aside from the ordinary considerations of
€ inl advantage involved in a reci ty treaty, there are the weight-
iest reasons of American public policy ting in the same direction; for the

eace of Cuba is necessary to the e of the United States; the health of

i to the i;ealth og the United States; the independence of

Cuba is necessary to the safety of the United States. The same considera-

tions that led to the war with Spain now require that a commercial arrange-

ment be made under which Cuba can live. condition of the sugar and to-

bacco industries of Cuoba is a}item'ea‘iyrh?uch that the earliest possible action by
e,

Congress upon this subject is
bePreﬂi.gent Roosevelt, in his annnal message to us last Decem-

r, said:

Elsewhere I have discussed the guestion of reciprocity. In the case of
Cuba, however, there are we?ht{nmsmsc‘f morality and of natural interest
why the policy should be held to havea peculiarapplication, and I most earn-
estly ask your attention to the wisdom.%eed to T.Ee vital . of provi
for a substantial reduction in the tariff duties on Cuban imports into the
United States. Cuba has in her constitution affirmed what we desired—that
she should stand in international matters in closer and more friendly rela-
tions with us than with any other power—and we are bound by every con-
sideration of honor and expediency to pass commercial measures in the inter-
est of her material well-being.

The idea involved in this bill saw its origin, yon will recall, in
General Brooke's report while governor-general of Cuba. It was
upon General Brooke's recommendation that President McKinley
predicated his recommendation of 1899. If was the recommenda-
tion of General Wood to the Republican Secretary of War, that
the Republican Secretary of War recommended the matter to
the Republican President. It was the Republican President that
recommended this measure to the Republican Congress, and then
you will recall the agitation of this matter after the President’s
message.

First, the Ways and Means Committee gave an extensive hear-
ing to all parties at interest. It heard the supposed Cuban
planter, the Cuban merchant. the Cuban banker, the sugar trust,
the beet-sugar producer, the Louisiana cane-sugar producer, the
Hawaiian and the Porto Rican planter; and then it was rumored
after all of these interests had been heard, that there was not suffi-
cient Republican votes on the Ways and Means Committee to
bring the measure out of that committee. It was lmown that
some Democrats on that committee favored the e of this
bill. Yet so anxious were the Republican leaders m%y should
have all the credit for this legislation that they were not willing
to avail themselves of the votes of these Democrats in order to
bring this bill to the consideration of the House. Then followed
Republican caucuses.

In the first one, a majority of the Republicans seemed to be op-
posed to the measure, and then delay was asked by those who
advocated the bill. The President t,oo{ a hand in the matter, and
one by one the recalcitrants were called to the White House, and
then another caucus was held by the Republicans, with no better
result than the first; then Governor Wood came on to Washing-
ton, and the sugar-trnst agents flocked about the Capitol, and
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another caucus resulted; and then a fourth, and then a fifth
caucus, and it was not nntil the last cancus held by the Repub-
lican party on this subject that a majority of the Republicans
conld be secured to support this bill.

During all of this agitation the reasons for this measure were
predicated nupon the suffering of the people of Cuba. the relief of
which was intended to be brought agout through it. No effort
was made to have this measure considered until it was certain
that its Republican paternity was well established to all men of
this great Republic.

You all recall that after this measure had been agreed upon, as
a Begublican measure in a Republican caucus, upon the recom-
mendation of a Republican President and Republican officials,
that the Committee on Rules debated long and seriously whether
they should not force this bill throngh the House under the whip
and spur of a rule limiting debate and limiting amendments.
But to the credit of the Democrats and those Republicans who
stand by the domestic sugar producer the rule was made impossible.

The Republican leaders kmew full well that such a rule could
not be put throungh the House against the wishes of the friends
of the domestic sugar producer on the Republican side and the
united forces of Democracy on the floor. So that, for the first
time since I have been a member of Congress, this bill came into
the Committee of the Whole House as a Republican measure
without limit either as to debate or as to amendments, and yet
there are gentlemen on this side of the Chamber who contend
that this is a Democratic measure. I say to them that the history
of the measure flies in the face of that contention. Buf that is
not all of the history of the Republican paternity of this measure.
Let me call your attention to the message of the President made
to this Congress, and to the recommendations contained therein.

Apart from the recommendation of the passage of this bill by
the President, 36 recommendations have been made to Congress.
“ Of the 36 recommendations up to this moment only one of them

has been pressed by this Republican Administration to a conclu-
sion. That is the establishment of a permanent Census Bureau.
Every other recommendation either lies dormant in divers com-
mittee rooms or is suspended between the House and the Senate.

In a desire to carry any of these recommendations has the
President exercised the well-known pressure that he has exer-
cised in this matter to bring abont its culmination by the enact-
ment into law of his recommendations? He has not summoned
members of his party to the bar of his court to pass so important
a measure as a law for the supi]):urression of anarchy in this coun-
try, though he himself became President as a result of the fact
that anarchy had robbed this Republic of the life of his lamented

ecessor; he has not called to the bar of his court members of
is party on this floor to press the passage of a law to supervise
the trusts and suppress them in this country, though the Ameri-
can people are groaning under the exorbitant exactions of this
commercial anarchy; he has not seen fit to call hisleaders on this
floor to demand that they create a new Cabinet office, that the
comnmerce and the industries may have a say and a vote in the
council of his official family; no pressure to pass the eight-hour
law for Government employees; no pressure to pass immigration
laws demanded by organized labor in this country; no pressure
to reduce the revenues which now increase the surplus in the
Treasury daily, jeopardizing the commercial interests of our peo-
ple; no pressure to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce
Commission; no pressure for economy in Government expendi-
tares; none for the protection of our forestry; none for the passage
of irrigation laws for our brothers in the West; nothing to pro-
tect the public lands of Porto Rico; nothing to furnish the where-
with to construct the isthmian canal demanded by every section
of the country and by every citizen of the Republic.

In fact, the whole power of this Administration has been de-
voted, in so far as it Eaa the power to compel legislation in this
body, for the one single purpose of passing this measure; and
yet there are Democrats who stand on this floor and contend that
this is a Democratic measure! For myself I can not understand
that a Republican Administration shonld exercise all of its influ-
ence, bend all of its efforts, use all of its powers, to pass a measure
that was not in keeping with the doctrines and the policy of its
party, but intended to further the interest of the o ition party.

But gentlemen say that this bill is in keeping with tariff reform.
I deny that. I deny it most emphatically, and the facts are so
plain on that proposition that the wonder to me is how gentlemen
can be g0 ingenious to present an argument on the other side of
the question. Will this bill reduce the taxes of the people? 1
maintain, first, that genuine Democratic tariff reform must be
upon the lines of giving cheaper goods to the American people.
Is there any gentleman who contends on this floor that this
measnre will give to the American sngar consumer cheaper sugar
than he is getting to-day? Not one.

The gentleman on the other side who made the first speech in
behalf of this bill [Mr. PAYNE] said that it would not affect the

rice of sngar to the consumer. The gentleman from New York

Mr. MCCLELLAN(]{;ho, on this side, has led the fightin behalf
of this bill has admitted that it would not reduce the price of
sugar. Do gentlemen believe that we can make the people of this
country think that by voting for a cut on the tanff that gives
them no benefit at all—that such a measure is along the lines of
genuine tariff reform? Do they believe they can go to their con-
stituents and say. “‘I have cut 20 per cent on sngar,”” and e t
the people of their districts to be so dull asnot to understand when
they go to the grocery store and have to pay the same price for
sugar that they paid before the cut came, that there has “~=m no
genuine tariff reform effected by the passage of this billi

As a tariff-reform measure, I contend that this bill is a m~*h,
pure and simple. Genuine tariff reform does not consist excia-
sively in redueing rates, but it consists in reducing rates in guch
a way as to reduce the ['yrice of the article protected by the tariff.
And that gentleman nnderestimates the intelligence of the Ameri-
can citizen when he believes that in the face of an admitted fact
that a cut accomplished upon the tariff on a certain article will
not reduce the price of it to the consumer, he is carrying out gen-
uine tariff reform. In fact, the whole contention of the party
pressing this measure is that there will be no reduction to the
consumer.

Then the (%nestion resolves itself into this: Who is to get the
advantage of this cut? Some one will benefit by it. Gentlemen
on one gide say the Cuban planter will get it. Gentlemen on the
other side say the sngar trust will get it. But all agree that the
consumer will not get the benefit of it. Which shall it be, will
the Cuban planter get the benefit of the cut that you propose in
this bill or will the sugar trust get it? I contend that the sngar
trust will get the benefit of this 20 per cent reduction, and my
reason for that can be stated in a few words.

The Cuban planter has but two markets wherein he may dis-
pose of his sugar, the English market and the American market.
The sugar trust is the only purchaser of raw sugar on the Ameri-
can market, and when the Cuban planter comes to dispose of his
crop he has to accept one of two propositions, which I may ex-
plain in the following way:

The price of raw sugar is fixed at Hamburg. The price of raw
sugar in England is the Hamburg price. The price of raw sug:
in New York is the Hamburg price plus the transportation plus
the tariff plus the differential. The Cuban planter has but the
two markets within which he may dispose of his sugar. The
English refiner says to him, I will pay you the Hamburg price
for your sugar delivered here.”’ The American sugar trust saya,
*I will pay you the world's price for your sugar plus the tarifi
The transportation from Cuba to England being higher than th
transportation from Cuba to New York, the Cuban planter finc s
it advantageous to bring his sngar to New York and sell it to the
sugar trust.

In that price the countervailing duty fixed by the law piays no

rt, and that was conceded by the gentleman from New York in

iisargument. Yet underall rules of commerce, if there was com-
petition in purchasers for Cuban sugar on the New York market
this countervailing duty properly belongs to the Cuban planter;
but the sugar trost is in that position that it can withhold this
countervailing duty from the Cuban planter, and does withhold it.
If you reduce the tariff 20 per cent on Cuban sugar by the adoption
of this measure you create a differential in favor of the Cuban
planter, but as the trust has the power and does withhold the
equivalent of the countervailing duty from the price paid the
Cuban planter to-day, by the application of the same policy it can
and will withhold this 20 per cent reduction of the present tariff
rate on raw sugar, and the reason for that is obvious.

The Cuban planter is compelled to sell. He can not hold his
crop; while the sugar trust is not compelled to buy the Cuban
sugar. If the Cuban planter will not accept the offer of the trust,
the trust can wait and the planter can not. It is true he has the
alternative of taking his sugar to England, but there he comes in
direct competition with German sugar. He now loses the ad-
vantage of the countervailing duty and will, after the passage of
this act. lose the advantage of the 20 per cent reduction. He will
lose still further, by taking his sugar to England, a difference in
the cost of transportation between the rate from Cuba to New
York and the rate from Cuba to England. Even after the trust
insists npon approprlaﬁ% this 20 per cent he will find it to his
advantage to go to the New York market in preference to the
English market, for in that way he will save the difference in the
freight rates.

Now, will gentlemen contend that the trust, being the only
purchaser, will not insist nupon appropriating to itself this entire
20 per cent reduction if this I.}iBIJ passes? ?f without the assist-

ance of legislation on the subject it now appropriates the counter-
vailing duty, which of right belongs to the Cuban planter, with
how much more reason will it appropriate the 20 per cent fixed
by this act?
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But we of Louisiana know by bitter experience that that will

< be the recsalt of your legislation.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time of my
colleague be extended fifteen minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani-
mous consent that the time of his colleague be extended for fif-
teon minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. COCHRAN. With the understanding that the time of
the other speakers will be correspondingly extended, I do not ob-

egbey o
3 The SHAIRMAN. The Chair nnderstands that the gentleman
dzes not abject.
“sMr, COCHRAN. I donot object. but I think infairnessif that
rule is adopted it should go down the line.

_ Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. The gentleman does not ob-

- The CHATRMAN. The Chair nnderstands the gentleman does
not object.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Theprice of sugar in New Orleansis predi-
cated upon the New York price. Yet three-sixteenths of a cent
a pound is taken off from that price because the sugar trust, the
only purchaser we have, contends that the freight rate from New
Orleans to New York is three-sixteenths of a cent a pound; and,
gingular to say, not a pound of that sugar goes to New York, but
the trust has a refinery in New Orleans, and from there disposes
of every pound that is produced in the State of Louisiana.

If they have the power to cut off three-sixteenths of a cent on
every pound of sugar we produce, will any gentleman explain to
me why, with the assistance of the Congress of the United States
in passing this legislation, they will not be able to tell the Coban
planter, ** We will pay you the New York price for your sugar
plus the tariff thatis charged, but as they have cut 20 per cent off
the $1.685 for 96 sngar, we demand that you surrender to us this
20 per cent of $§1.684 allowed you by your reciprocity treaty with
the United States?”’

Remember it is argued here that the Cuban planter is in a
worse financial fix than the Louisiana planter. But the Lounisiana

.. planter can not wait. Will the Cuban planter, in a worse finan-
seial fix than his Louisiana brother, be able to wait? All are com-

- pelled to sell, and the sugar trust is not compelled to buy. If the
trust falls short on the refined article it can turn to the overpro-
duction of Germany and France and Austria-Hungary and get
the sugar to supply the deficiency, and so the Louisiana planter
-is compelled to sell.

' The Cuban planter, if he be worse off than the Louisiana planter

+financially to-day, will be compelled to dednct this 20 per cent

Jlgranted by the American Congress and to take for his sugar, just
as the Louisiana planter does, the price which the sugar trust is
willing to give him, and the 20 per cent allowed by Congress al-
leged to be in behalf of the Cuban planter will go into the pockets
of the sugar trust. The Cuban planter can not sell to anybody
but the American sugar trust. So that this bill will really place
in the pockets of this gigantic trust more than 86,000,000 on the

_ present sugar crop alone, which amount properly belongs to the
%nited States Treasury,

If some gentleman can tell me to whom the Cuban planter can
sell his sugar in this country except the sngar trust, I shall be
glad to know it, and I can promise him that he will be looked upon
as a prophet among my people, and, whether this bill passes or
does not pass, he will become the prophet of the Cuban people as

well,

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Isthe gentleman aware that there is a
telegram from the president of the Sugar Growing Association
of Lonisiana stating that the planters down there are giving away
their seed, that some are plowing up their stubble, and that the
insnrance companies are canceling policies on the sugar houses
or raising the insurance rates 25 per cent within the last two or
three weeks?

Mr. BROUSSARD. Iam awareof that of my own knowledge,
and I am glad the gentleman asked that question. My brothers
and myself are interested in a sngar plantation in Louisiana, and
this year we have taken the seed and rid ourselves of it, and we
have plowed up the stubble field and planted the plantation in
rice; not because we believed the sugar planter in Cuba would
get the benefit of this 20 per cent, but because we knew that no
matter who got this 20 per cent in so far as we are concerned
the passage of this bill meant 20 per cent reduction on our sugars,
for our only purchaser, the sugar trust, would say to us, ** We
now charge you a freight rate we do not have to pay, because if
you will not sell to us at that rate in New Orleans you will have
to pay the freight to New York and there sell to us, so now we
tell yon we will likewise deduct this 20 per cent, and your remedy
is to move your sugar to New York and there sell to us in compe-
tition with the Cuban product, which we get 20 per cent cheaper
since the reciprocity between Cuba and the United States,”

Iwill say to the gentleman that a refinery in the town of Franl.-
lin, within 20 miles of my residence, the home of Senator Fos=:
that cost §589,000. was sold the other day for $47,000, with a vi w,
it is reported, of tearing up the machinery and carrying it to
Cuba. Iam giving these facts which are within my own kno sl-
edge, and yet gentlemen tell us we are not being hurt in this
country by this 20 per cent reduction. :

In my own parish over 50 per cent of the production of lsst
year has been cut down, and on the highways you may to-day fin !
the seed cane intended to produce the wealth of that State. Th.:
is the way it isdown there. But I am not appealmg to gentlenien
here to help us, to take us up. I am merely plea.di\q or justir.
in behalf of an industry established in that State for twer a huo-
dred years, receiving .the recognition of all parties—Democrats.
Whigs, and Republicans—from 1789 to the present day. From
the first tariff act, enacted on the 4th day of July, 1789, to this Cay
there has been a tariff on sugar, not merely for its protecton.
gentlemen, but for the purpose of producing revenue for ths
Government,

And it is conceded that this 20 per cent reduction will not
reduce the price of sugar to the consumer, but will cut the revenne
of the Government $6,000,000 or §7,000,000 this year and twice ax
much next year if the production of sugarin Cubaincreases in vro-
portion as it has since the war has terminated on thatisland. The
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] the other day stated that
the year after the war 300,000 tons of sugar were produced on t':at
island, last Eear 600,000, and this year 900,000, and that next y: ar.
if we take the production of 1894 for comparison, the year iliat
the people of Cuba were not at war with g; peoFla of Spain, it
will produce over 1,000,000 tons of sagex if properly developed =«
it is ostensibly pretended that the bill here proposes to do.

But the gentleman from New York [Mr. MCCLELLAN], aftor
gquoting Jeﬁemon in support of the doctrine of reciprocity and
feeling the weakness of his contention by his inability to saow
any treaty negotiated by Jefferson, either when a Cabinet oftic: r
or as President of the United States, undertakes to prove th.t
reciprocity is Democratic on the ground that it tends to cut ile
rate of tariff fixed by the law, and in that contention he is i.h'y
supported by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON].
contend that the argument is false, and the reason of its falsity is
apparent. Under Democratic doctrine it is contended that ¢ 1.1y
such tariff can be imposed as will produce sufficient revenu ro
economically administer the Government. If a cut of the t.:if
is bronght about by reciprocity, one of two things must resnit.
Either a deficiency in the Treasury proportionate with the ot
and in keeping with the articles brought into this country u Jder
that treaty, or a raise of tariff on articles coming from ocilier
countries.

Reciprocity is essentially predicated upon the doctrine tha 11
tariff collected in the custom-honses exceed the needs of the (. ov-
ernment economically administered, for if there is no surph.: in
the Treasury therecan be no cut without the danger of deficier s
and the consequent bankrnftc of the Government. If there
surplus justifying a cut the Democratic remedy is not in °
maintainance of a high tariff and the cutting off of a portion .
by reciprocity treaties, but the Democratic remedy is the rel:
tion of the tariff along all of the lines and in behalf of all of the
countries trading with this country. =

Can a gentleman answer this argument? And just soas (i
proposed legislation is only considered because there is a sur) lus
in the Treasury now, and the Republicans propose to reduce i 2t
revenue by this false system of tariff reform, giving the ad:.n-
tage of one country over all others in amity with the United St.ies
and crippling one American industry to give unjustadyantag (o
others, just so when this doctrine is reciprocated by the Crlan
Republic in order to carry out the condition imposed upon her b¥
this measure will it be compelled to enact a tariff law which will
produce more revenues than necessary to economically admini-for
the government of that Republic or adopt the protective turil
system.

yFor. just in proportion as we derive advantage from this rcci-

rocity treaty,in that exact ratio will the duties on goods con.ing
grom other countries into Cuba bear the burden of the concession
tous. Is that not a fact? The gentleman from Virginia [3fr,
SwaNsoN]| says that the gentlemen on the Republican side who
are supporting this bill are infused with 20 per cent of Demuc-
racy. 1denythat; but.if it be true, does not the gentleman bir-
self propose to carry the Republican doctrine of a in exsoss
of the needs in revenue of tlljJe Government somewhere else, m_1r1
nolens volens to impose upon a free Republic compulsory Re-
publican tariff legislation? ;

Admitting that Republicans advocating this measure are "=
fused with 20 per cent of Democracy, they still remain believers
in a protective tariff to the extent of 80 per cent. So that W“'ﬂ_':.
the gentleman is not improving conditions here on the line DA
Democratic tariff reform, as contended for by him, heis compellin
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tha po ple of Cuba to adopt the same system in Cuba that he
compliins of as robbery in this country. Itis a most singular
way ol gating one’s faith in Democratic doctrine tososhape
ey ni that at one fell swoop he compels every Cuban elected to
the Caban con, and the Cuban president to become Repub-
licans in fact, whether they believe in the doctrines of the Re-
wmblicin ornot. Hecan not get away from this ition.
comt that if he wants the Demoeratic plan of iff in this
country he onght to be willing to apply it to Cuba. 'What is good
{for tla American Eepublic ought to be good for the sister re-
abli-,
F[g 20 per cent is added to the necessary tariff to economically
adiniaister the Government of this country, the gentleman calls
it ronlery. If it is robbery here, it is rob! in Cuba, Thisdif-
.fercr,co exists, however, between the robbery here and the
rol;bery there, and that is, that this country is self-imposed and
voli ntary, the power of taxation being in the hands of the repre-
scntfatives of the peoit:la on this floor; but in Cuba, if thismeasure
iz curried out, the robbery will be compulsory, because, in order to
gt this treaty enacted, 20 per cent will have to be added to what-
ever tariff rate is necessary to produce the revenue to carry oa
the Government of Cuba economically administered.
Ay, LITTLEFIELD. That is highway robbery over there and
pett s larceny here. [Laughter.]

2Ir. BROUSSARD. I accept the amendment. [Laughter.
Now, I say that under Democratic rule, under Democratic
=.etment, there is no room for reciprocity—none whatever.
There can be none. Because the very moment you admit that
tle tariff rate is too high, then the duty of the Democrat is not
tn enact reciprocity treaties, but-to reduce the rate so that a sur-
pins ghall mot accnmulate in the Treasury. [Loud a&planseil

Ar. BELL. My, Chairman, if it were clear that the people of
the United States were to get the benefit of this reduction, or if it
wore clear that the people of Cuba were to get the benefit of this
reduetion, there might be some excuse for Democrats on this floor
jéining the Republicans in their political policy and in this admin-
igtrative measure. And yet, if that were so, as I understand the
Democeratic policy of tariff, that would hardly be excusable. I
kuow there was a time when the Democrats, or that branch
of tl@ Democratic party called the Cleveland Democrats, con-
fended that in this country we should have free raw materials
aud 5 tariff on the finished product in order to encourage manu-
factnyes in the United States. That doctrine struck the country
Temccrats with such an unfavorable impression of its innate
wrong that that proposition was fought out in our conventions
avd in this Hall. Republicans were so unkind as to charge that
President Cleveland advocated free raw material because he and
Lis {riends owned some great Nova Scotia coal fields and wished
to gek the product into the United States free of duty. Demo-
crats, generally from the body of the country, contended that free
ravw material was not a Democratic doctrine, as in such cases the
henefits of the tariff, if any, went into the pockets of the already
hi_Lly protected manufacturers, and did not necessarily reduce
{be vrice to the consumer. Mr, Cleveland’s policy was repudiated
hy the Democratic party.

I very well remember that our brilliant leader, Mr. BAILEY,
etated most elearly npon this floor that the Democratic doctrine
i5 that if there is any benefit in the distribution of the revenue
tariff to industries in this country, then every farmer, every pro-
ducer of the so-called raw material is entitled to his share of the
prection; that if it is a burden, he is entitled to bear his pro-
portion of the burden. Now, what is it that we are dividing
npuit on this side of the Honse? If the question is, Shall we take
tle iariff off the raw material imported from a foreign country,
mude by foreign lahor, and leave the tariff on the finished prod-
uet, vnd bring it over for the protection of the already unreason-
ably protected manufacturers of this country, then certainly that
is noi Democrafic. You will bear in mind that we already have
n 7' ferential duty in this country in favor of the sugar refiners
that the Democrats have been fighting for years. We have got
& loww tariff now made at the dictation of the sngar trust on the
i w material, simg} that the trust may refine sugar at a profit,
anlleave the muc ‘{ﬁgher tariff on the finished product, so that
fho American people may not have reduction on the sugar they
consume. .

Cnr friends, it seems to me, have made the most serious mis-
, take that I have seen the great party make since I have been in

tliz House. We found yesterday our friend from Virginia Eir.
dwansox], standing here with a bland smile on his face, looking
the Hepublicans on the other side of the aisle in the eye and say-
iz, ** My Republican friends, you are gulping down a dose of 20
e cent of Damocr;cuf.” Did not the gentleman see at the same
.ine that he was ing down 80 e cent of Republicanism?
. $Ls was insisting mtaegg a tariff off a field product for a manu-
& facturer, and insisting in the same bill that we should fetter the

people of Cuba with an American statute that made them mendi-
cants to our Government. The gentleman will p excuse us
from the West if we contend that it is not Democratic to take the
tariff off the raw sugar the farmer grows and leave the much
higher tariff on the refined product that he consumes, making it
impossible to get cheaper sugar. He must pardon us if we repu-
diate this new tariff departure which takes the tariff off of what
we produce and sell and leaves the high tariff on everything we
buy, even to the refined sugar made from our beets. He will be
patient with ns if we balk at casting a vote in this case asinvited
by the sugar barons and the Republican organization under the

assumption that this is Democratic doctrine. Nothing is
Democratic that makes the chairman of the national Republican
cominittee, Mr. HaANNA, chuckle, as he did when you joined him
cheek by jowl in obeying the dictates of the sugar trust and closed
our mouths in the coming campaign as to this infamy.

The gentlemen further contend that they are voting for this
simply becaunse it reduces the tariff. I want to say to our friends
if, as Democrats, their only object in reducing the tariff is to
lower the figures in the schedule without reducing the price to
our consumers—if it has no more substance than that, then for
heaven’s sake let the figures stand where they are and do not at-
tempt to deceive the people. This is a mere will-o'-the-wisp, a
rainbow chase after gaudy shadows; but it reacts on the farmers
of the West by intimidating those seeking to develop sugar beets.

‘We are told by the leaders on both sides that there is to be no
reduction to the consumer in the United States. It seems to me
that would be sufficient to prevent any Democrat from walking
over and joining hands in forcing the passage of the political pol-
icies of the Republican pa.rg I ask our friends, Why have a
Democratic party? 'What is the useof having a Democratic party
if, when the Administration brings forth its political policy, we
are to go at breakneck pace and join them and pass those political

licies? Itis admitted that this bill, if , will take §6,000,000
in revenue from our Treasury; that a large part of it will go into
the hands of the sugar trust, to be distributed as it sees fit. If
this bill , Democrats are responsible for it. If the two
parties only differ in little formal measures, then why keep up
two organizations?

I want to say to you that it should have been sufficient when
the astute General DicK, in the Republican caucus, said: ‘* My fel-
low Republicans, pass this bill and yon will gee strung outin front
of every Democratic campaign committee on the next election,
‘ Gentlemen, here is your tariff for the trusts, and there is your
free trade for the farmer.’”” This epigram from this ious
politician states the whole case. You take the tariff from a field
product and hand it over to a ar trust, without touching the
tariff on refined sugar, in which the consumer is interested.
Colonel Dick overestimated this side of the House.. He thought
the Democratic party would be eager and anxious to take advan-
tage of the opportunity and say to the country that we are anx-
ious to reduce the tariff on refined sugar; we are eager to reduce
the tariff on the sngttﬁmt goes to the consumer, but, by the gods,
we will make no er reduction on raw sugar, the price of
which goes into the pocketsof the American Sugar Refining Com-
gmy But he had forgotten Grant’s prophecy of our B

ou are taking the raw material that has a differential already
estimated, under the manipulations, at nearly 40 per cent less
than the refined product, put on the sugar schedule at the dicta-
tion of the American sugar trust, for the sole use and benefit of
the sugar trust.

One might well think from the eagerness with which Demo-
cratic leaders vie with Republican leaders in serving this trust
that in the future it will be perfecily safe whichever party is in
power, and the trust may be relieved of an enormous contribution
to the Reﬁblican campaign fund. Why pay when help is so
willing? e fact that the floor leaders of both parties are trying
to give the American Sugar Refining Company a greater differ-
ential on raw sugar, without disturbing the much higher rate on
refined sugar, has enconraged other manufacturing trusts. A
few moments ago yon witnessed the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. RoBeERTs] devoting all of his speech in favor of remov-
ing the duty from hides, leaving a high tariff on leather for the
leather trust and shoemakers of his State. He can see no reason
why the sugar trust should be given freer raw material without
giving also the leather trust freer raw material.

I wish to sound the warning here and now that there is and
will be no Democrats from the great West who will subscribe to
the new doctrine of the amalgamated leaders of the parties, ** Pro-
tection for the fostered manufacturers and free trade for the
farmer and producer of raw material.”’ As long as we are forced
to pay a high tariff on everything we buy we shall contend for a
like rate on what we have to sell. When the day of reduction is
at hand, we shall gracefully submit to the general cuf.

I suppose that those members who do not come from sngar-
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producing States may keep their people in ignorance of the true
significance of this proposition. Buf T'want to say to you that
there are 20 States and Territories in this Union that are growing
sugar beets. Thisis a farm product; and those men who love the
memory of Jefferson so much, who sing the song of Jefferson’s
principles year in and year out, seem to forget for the moment
what was an ideal of his life. He even doubted whether he
wanted ever to have a great manufacturing center. He said,
““While we can keep our people in the country, we can keep them
patriotic, we can keep them honest, we can keep them true; but
if we have to pile them up on top of one another in great cities,
corruption will come, government will deteriorate, and then
trouble will follow.”” He never expected any of his followers
* would ever be dragging tariff from the raw material of a field
product and shoving it down into the pockets of protected manu-
facturers. He cted the followers of Hamilton to do this.
Now, my friends, in 1867, when William D. Kelley, known as
“ Pig Iron Kelley,” stood on the platform in Milwaukee talking
of the great industries of this country, he said: *‘ Gentlemen, I
want to make a forecast now, that before a half century passes
away the great Northwest will be (giro ing su for the State of
Louisiana.”” The people who heard him laughed at him. But,
gir, he knew this country as a child knows his alphabet. He
said: “ From here to the high elevations of the Rocky Mountains
ou can grow the sugar beet as successfully as they can in
rmany, as they can in France, as they can in any country of
Europe.” Professor Tassig confirmed his opinion of the possibil-
ities of our soil and climate, but said it would be deferred till our
lands were divided and every man would not have an abundance
of land over which to ride machines. That time is now here.
Now, my friends, we have just got started; we were surprising
the world when this monster stepped in here and checked our
progress; we have succeeded in getting into the office of the Sec-
retary of Agriculture a real farmer whois with us heart and soul;
e have succeeded in getting a man there who puts forth his
avery effort to grow in this country what we consume here. He
gaid: *“ (Give me ten years, and I shall keep at home the §100,000,000
aow going ont of this country for sugar.” He sent his experts
‘0 every part of the country tryin%t.o disseminate the production
of rice in the South, of tea in South Carolina, and of sugar in the
Northwest. And what does it mean? In my district last year
we groduced nearly 20,000 tons of refined sugar. Two years prior
we did not produce apound. In the State there are now build-
ing three new plants, costing nearly a million dollars each. The
Agricultural ent has just reported that arrangements
are being consummated in Colorado to build seven more plants this
year and throughout the United States that $49,000,000 is raised
for the purpose of developing this beet industry in the United
States. ELﬂ.Bb year the sugar production from beets in the United
States increased 140 per cent over the year before. I here append
a report of Mr. Saylor, expert of the Government, as to the pres-
ent status and the futura prospect of the industry, viz:
[The Washington Post.]

THE MAKING OF BEET SUGAR—DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE EXPERT
MAKES REPORT ON THE INDUSTRY.

C. F. Saylor, the special nt in charge of the beet-sugar investigations
of the Degartmentaf Agrl%g.leture, is in % i n making his annual re-

rt. Hemade public yesterday the following figures regarding the industry

uring the mw: 3 ¥ f .
The tota E) uction of beet sngar in the United States in the season 190
has aggregated 185,000 tons, an increase of 140 per cent from the 77,000 tons
duced during the season of 1800-1901. There were 81 factories in opera-

m in 1900, according to the censns figures, and 11 more were started in 1901.
There are 9 factories in course of construction for operation in 1902, as fol-
lows: Eebewaing, Carrollton, Mount Clements, and Croswell, Mich.; Shelby,
Ind.; Greely, Eaton, and Fort Collins, Colo., and Phoenix, Ariz., ranging
capazity of dail output from 500 tons to 1,000, the Iatter figure being the
capacity at the Phoenix plant. -

ther companies have been organized with a total capitalization of $49.-
000,000, and wounld uire annually a working capital in addition of $9,080,000.
According to Spoé‘lﬁ Apent SBaylor they would purchase from the farmer
annually ts to the amount of su,m},Pn. besides many other crude ma-
é‘iﬂt"h': '.}‘lha number and aggregate cap. tal of these prospective plants, by

“Arizonn 2, §1.500.000: California 5, $3,500,000; Colorado 7, §5.000,000; Indiana 1,
§1,000,000; Towwa 8, $3,100,000; Tdaho 1, $500,000; Michigan 23, $14,900,000; Minnesota

$2,400.000; Montana 1, £500,000; New York 2,31,500,000; New Jersey 1, $500,000;

orth Dakota 2, €1,000,00; Ohio 8, §1,250,000; Oregon 1. 000; Pennsylvania
1, §500,000; South Dakota 2 §1,000,000; Utah 8, §2,500,000; Wisconsin 10, §3,150,000;
Wyoming 2, §1,500,000.

Now, our friends ask whether we appeal to the balance of the
country for the protection of our special industry. I say yes, if
we can do it without injury to them. In France not only was
this industry protected but the Government itself grew beets,
whatever the price, until the industry got on its feet. The Ger-
man Empire has nursed the industry until thoroughly developed.

But we have not asked you in this case fo proteét us; and I
shall say here and now that if we could be teed to-morrow
that this 20 per cent cut would be the last, that the reduction
wcald cease at this point, and if capital should understand this
fact we in Colorado would not care the snap of o=r fingers for
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the ““cut.’” It isthe intimidation of capital and the fear of the
future that retards our progress. The growers will say if this
trust can drive you to a reduction of 20 per cent on raw sugar for
the trust alone, it will continue to drive you. But I want to say
that you are now destroying this industry just as rapidly as pos-
sible witheout benefiting anybody materially except the sugar trust,
which refines the raw sugar.

Let us get: this clearly before the American people. Thereisa
very high tariff on refined sugar to keep the European product
up, ostensibly for the benefit of the home sugar growers and for
Tevenue purposes. Thro%ih the influence of the American Sugar
Refining Company a much less tariff is placed on raw sugar to
induce the shipping here for refining. This American Sugar Re-
finery is practically the only purchaser of raw sugar. It pays
immense salaries and very dividends on much watered
stock. It now demands, ostensibly in the interest of Cuba, an
additional reduction of 20 per cent on raw sugar from Cuba.
This will take £6,000,000 from the revenue of this Government on
the present stock. The whole benefit will go into the hands of
the American sugar refineries, the only purchasers. What are
they going to do with it? They say distribute it among the suﬁr

lanters of Cuba. Who are the great sugar growers of Cuba?
R‘he members of the American sugar refineries, and therefore we
take $6,000,000 from our Treasury and give to the American
sugar refineries to distribute largely among their members as
sugar growers of Cuba. And yet we are told that such pilfering
isu%)emocratic. I deny it. I denounce it. . .

The ney spaper men follow these things up pretty closely, and
they have kept track of the influence of every act of this body,
and what it has done. Everyact that you have done in this body
or at the other end of the Capitol has depressed the sugar beet.
It has not reduced the price of refined sugar; but every act in the
direction that thiabz‘%gointsha.amade the stock of the sugar trust
jump by millions. y is this so? Why is it if the sugar trust
is to get no benefit that with every move 12ade here in the direc-
tion of the pending legislation the sugar-trust stock jumps up-
ward and forward?

This legislation is in the interest of the sugar trust alone,
just as the legislation for reciprocity with Hawaii was. Itseems
to me this consideration ought to be sufficient for the Democrats
in this House. At the dictation of the sugar barons of Hasiraii
and others we in this House gave ‘‘ reciprocal relations™ rntil
Hawaii took out of our Treasury $98,000,000 before being ad ait-
ted into the Union.

Operation of the treaiy between the Hawaiian Islands and the United Sfates,
wunder which their sugar was admitted free of duty.

Imports of | mayiee |Amount ofl, EXports
Year. e ian | rate per | duty re- j(value of) to
ian Hawaiian
Talan ton. mitted. Tslands,
10,000 $68.00 2630, 000 £1,109, 420
14,000 63.00 882, 000 1,688,446
17,135 63.00 | 1,009,506 2,288,178
20,532 63,00 | 1,293,516 1, 965,508
28, 384 63.00 | 1,788,192 2,694,583
40, 555 63.00 | 2,554,065 3,272,178
B, 905 63.00 | 3,207,015 8,083, 460
50,873 4480 | 2,279,110 0,445,024
63, 601 44,80 | 2,840, 8% 2,709,573
76, 304 44.80 | 8,422 451 3, 115, 899
85,548 | 44.80 | 3832461 8,520, 593
95, 000 44,80 | 4,255,000 3, (125, BSS
99,547 44,850 | 4,459,706 8,833,040
112,707 44,80 | 5,049 274 4,003,900
109,686 [ 44.80 | 4,913,088 | 4,995,911
120,475 en, bt e *3, 662,018
114, 259 Free. {....o. 2,717,838
186, 639 Hreal f - o L] *3,217,T13
133, 585 20.00 | 2,671,700 3,048,473
201, 631 18.00 | 3,629,358 8,003,187
224,218 21.00 | 4,708,578 4,622 581
204,814 87.00 | 7,578,118 5,773,672
252,506 | 87.00 | 9,842,722 9,006, 671
258,561 87.00 | 9,566,757 18,077,506
296, 000 87.00 | 10,952,000 13, (00, 000
2, 826,608 20, 636 108,067,770
sDeduct the exports for the years 1301 to 1803, daring ?‘iﬁch
period there was no duty on sugar S e 9,597,060
a1« e A B e s U TSPt G, e 8,470, 701
® Estimated.

It is true that the people who received the bemefit of this are
said to have put from a half a million to a million annually into
the Republican campaign fund. ButI do not see that that 1s any
reason why Democrats should jump to the rescue of this great
trust. If you continue you will disconrage the trust from con-
mbhustmg to Republican campaign funds. You will do their work
gratis,
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Now, let us see what effect the action on this bill has had.
Here is Mr. Sherman G. Palmer’s résumé, January 15, 1902:
WAR OF THE BUGAR TRUST.
[Press comment compiled by Truman G. Palmer, Washington, 1802.]
Chronology of 1901-2 events,

Benefits to Cuba if bill passes. .. 0
Benefit to sugar trust _.......... ; = 86,000,000
to United States revenues. ... ............ 000,000

American sugar industry.
BETARTING POINT.

Valuation of tmsm‘ trust refineries
Capitalization of sugartrust. _.............
“irst event.—Sugur trust increases its capital stoc 000,
nd event.—Sugar trust starts war of prices a, ific coast beet-
enﬁr producers by cutting prices one and a half. :
ird event.—Sugar trust starts war of prices inthe Missouri Valley against
the Colorado, Nebraska, and Utah beet-sugar producers.
Fourth event—Sugar trust's literary bureau starts to working up popular
sentiment favoring tariff reduction on Cuban sugar, of which it is the sole
purchaser,
Fifth event.—Sugar trust packs the “‘reciprocity convention" and the

beet-sugar producers bolt it.
£ -trust stock sells at §116;
062,500,

Sixth event.—First week in January, 1902, sugar
common, $§115 preferred, making value of total issue X

Seventh event,—January 15, 1802, Committee on Ways and Means com-
mence hearing ony concerning ** Cuban relief.”

Eighth event.—March 15, s trust stock sells at 1123} common, 117} pre-
ferred; value of total issue, 8100,575,000; net increase in value, $5,512,500,

Ninth event.—March 18, majority of House Republicans on Committee on
Ways and Means adopt bill favoring 20 per cent tariff reduction on Cuban

su?.ra and other ucts.
enth event.— h 22, sugar-trust stock sells at §183} common, $119} pre-
ferred: value of total issme, §118,787.500; net increase since ninth event,

$4,162,500, and since the sixth event, $9,675,000.

Now, that comes Eretty near telling the story. Who is getting
this benefit? It is the sugar trust and the sugar trust alone that
is getting the bulkof it. I want to suggest to our friends an-
other thing. You are not doing a thing for the American con-
sumers, You are not doing a beneficial act to the Cuban people.
The good you are doing is to the sugar trust and the great plant-
ers of Cuba. Now, I want to suggest to our Democratic friends
who run forward to grasp a Republican measure and strike down
our industries to see what the Democratic papers of the great
‘West think of it. We are not very large out there, but accord-
ing to the report of the Agricultural Department this industry is
now established in 20 States and Territories, and Colorado, our

State, ranks in production this {::r next to Michigan. Now, let

us see what your conduct here has done. 'We are now building
four sugar factories. Here is a dispatch to the Rocky Mountain
News, the leading Democratic paper west of the river, on April7,
which I would like every Democrat to consider, it being dated at
Fort Collins, where they are building one of these big plants:
For some months past éxperts in the employ of the Havemeyers have been
uietly making a thoroungh and systematic investigation of the Colorado
zalds. They mﬂb that the Colorado soil and climate was the best in the
world for ts and that independ ies were starting facto-
ries all over the State.

Now, our factories, seme of them, are owned by the Oxnards.
The others are owned by local and outside independent capital.
I believe we have got eight now about ready to run, and it costs
abont $1,000,000 to build a factory with a capacity of 1,000 tonsa
day and half a million to build one with a capacity of 500 tons a
day. Continuing, the dispatch says:

The Havemeyers were afraid thata few years might develop very danger-
ous competition, and decided that in order to protect themselves they must
own the Colorado factories. They have nlmm!r completed arrangements
for controlling interest in the Eaton. The Greely Company at first refused
to sell. The Havemeyers said that if the Greely people absolutely refused to
gell, then Greely would have two factories. Negotiations are now in 'pm%-
ress for a factory at Loveland, The owners of Loyeland factory want to sell
for one million. " The Havemeyers have submitted a proposition to add one
million, making a two-million falan arranged for 5,000 acres of beets, and to
allow the home people to maintain their stock, the only condition being that
the Havemeyers should control and sell the product.

It goes on further and states that in the evening they unani-
mously decided they would have to sell. Then he went further
to the Loveland plant and gave them their option to sell or fight.
Now, here is the editorial of the News that came this morning:

COLORADO, Sunday, April 15,

id of thi trust on the independent factories in this State
w:ghr::t?a pgmib?esu hmfhaognn:uncezggnt%y the ﬁntiunul Administration
favoring a reduction 1};1 the tariff on raw cane sugar anywhere from 20 per
cent to 50 per cent of the present impost. When President Roosevelt de-
clared himself in favor of that reduction, the ind dent beet-sugar makers
felt that the power of the Administration would be used to make it a fact,
and the additional reductions on the plea of helping Cuba or an annexation
of the island and the consequent admission of sugar free of duty might be
dreaded as a ibility in the future. With the club in their hands, the
agents of tham came to Colorado, beat the people of Fort Collins into

submission, and now are trying to bulldoze the people of Eaton and Greely
and the owners of Loveland out of their factories.

Does the Democratic party want to become a handmaid of
Havemeyer’'s? Whether you desire these acts or not, you are di-
rectly encouraging them. You are aiding and abetting the sugar
trust in its onﬂltlxght. on the infant beet industry withouta prom-
ise or El;osgect of a single benefit to your people. We feel the
heavy hand of the Democrats because it is by their act that our

t o

industries are stifled. Ve complain of them because they are do-
ing the unnatural, the unheard of, undemocratic act of going to
the rescue of the Republicans after they have failed to carry their
Administration and purely political measure.

Continuing, the News says:

The purpose of the trust is t
tegril S el ormniedofition o frtior el
evel though the IAFHT be Tiob rodaced toas Din soparcent b

Nowt.aientlemen, that has taken place in the last two weeks.
It has taken place because the sugar trust, encouraged as it has
been both by Democrats and Republicans on this floor, has no
doubt of its power to reduce this tariff further and to get raw
sugar into this country practically free of duty. Now. it seems-
to me that our organization on this side of the House, if we had
been careful, if we had come together and figured with one an-
other, if we had conferred in time before we joined the Repub-
lican party, that so many of you would not have committed such
mi es as we are committing.

Colorado repudiates the doctrine of ““a high tariff for every-
thing the great manufacturer sells and a very little or no tariff
on the raw material that it buys, and a very high tariff onall the
farmers buy and a very low tariff or none upon what the farmers
produce or sell,”” under the pretense of free raw material. We
object to having raw sugar selected for a reduction of the tariff,
while contmuin%‘:he present hign tariff on all things that the
sugar producer buys. Equality is equity in revising the tariff
as well as elsewhere. ‘jﬁ}pplause on the Democratic side.]

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocH-
RAN] is recognized for twenty minutes.

[Mr. COCHRAN addressed the committee. See Appendix.]
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. WarNocK having taken
the chair as S&eaker pro tempore, a message in writing “rom the
President of the United States was communicated to the Honse
of Representatives by Mr. CROOK, one of his secretaries, who also
informed the House of Representatives that the President had
ap!)roved and signed bills and a joint resolution of the following
titles:

On April 15, 1902:
H. R. 3084. An act for the relief of bona fide settlers in forest

reserves:

H. R. 11409. An act to anthorize the construction of a traffic
bridge across the Savannah River from the mainland within the
corporate limits of the city of Savannah to Hutchinsons Island,
in the county of Chatham, State of Georgia:

H. R. 184. An act to establish and provide for a clerk for the
circuit and district conrts of the United States, held at Wilming-
ton, N. C.; and

H. J. Res. 173. Joint resolution to authorize the Commissioners
of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary permits.

RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA.

The committee resumed its session.

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Michigan [Mr. HENRY
C. Saira] is recognized for thirty minutes.

Mr. NRY C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I am not persnaded
that this bill is of value to this country or that it will be of aid or
assistance to Cuba. The general scope of this bill, in substance
and in effect, is that if Cuba will pass certain laws granting to the
United States an advantage in the reduction of the tariff rates on
the products of the United States passing into Cuba, and will by
its legislative power enact immigration and exclusion laws of the
same force and effect as those of the United States, and will
establish an independent government, and will maintain that
government and maintain those tariff schedules and maintain the
labor laws and the exclusion.laws, that then, in consideration of
this conduct on the part of Cuba, the United States will reduce its
tariff rates on the things raised in Cuba coming to the United
States 20 per cent.

In other words, if Cuba will do these things that the United
States requires, then the United States will give her 20 per cent
advantage over the other countries of the world. And for how
long? For the briefest of periods. The act provides that it shall
not in any case extend beyond the 1st day of December, 1903.
And we areasked to do this for humanity’s sake. And the claims
of Cuba upon us are so strong, go says the committee, that we
are nrged to pass this law even before Cuba has a government,
anticipating before, in the law, there is any Cuba.

In fact, there is serious doubt in the minds of many whether
such a law would be valid. The sovereign power in Cuba to-day
rests in the United States. When the Spanish flag went down,
the Stars and Stripes went up. When Spanish power went out,
the power and authority of the United States came in. This
is the law of nations, the law of the world. And the sovereignty

ndent beet-sugar
uction of the duty
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will remain in the United States until the United States parts
with that sovereignty.

Now, just contemplate for a minute Cuba, an independent
nation, buying her independence, the very first step in her life as
an independent nation, surrendering her independence and sub-
mitting to permit the United States to dictate the laws she shall
make. Now, if it should turn out that this bill, in any form,
shall this body, and shall pass the Senate, and shall go down
to Cnﬁ,al apprehend, as I read the history of that brave and
courageous people, that we may anlxicigate airly that these men
who have made such a nt fight for all these yeirs against
the tyranny of Spain will hesitate and debate some and discussat
some length before that little Republic shall consent that the
great United States shall dictate to it the kind of laws that it
shall execnte—the kind of laws under which it shall live and
thrive.

And if it does discuss this proposition, and there is as much
contention and as much want of harmony among the people of
Cuba upon the question as to whether it is of any benefit to them
or not, whether 1t is a proper law for them to enact, whether they
will reap any benefit fprom it, whether they want to go into that
kind of thing or not, then it will be six months or a year before
they will be in a condition to enact our exclusion laws—to enact
laws similar to ours with reference to peo&;le coming to the island—
and upon those other propositions under the labor laws; and
after E that is done and certified by the proper anthorities to the
President of the United States, and the ident of the United
States has become satisfied that they have a stable, independent
government, that they have enacted labor laws of equal force as
our own, that they have entered into an agreement whereby they
will grant trade concessions to us equivalent to ours, then the
President of the United States is to make a proclamation, and from
that time on they are to have the benefit of this wonderful boon
and favor. And what is it if it is ever done?

Tl :gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS] demonstrated
here as clearly asit can be proven, it seems to me, that the planters
away down in Cunba, after waiting all this year, may receive from
the United States the munificent sum of $66 each. What do they
give us, gentlemen, in return for what we give to them? If they
get the whole of it, as Mr. STEVERs showed, what do they give
tous? Here is a nation struggling for all these Qars against
Spain, and it has at last obtained its independence. Now the first
step in that independence of that bright youngrepublic is to sur-
render her independence, as I have snggested, and to say that we
who have been patriots, and who have been fighting as never
people fought before, will allow the great United States to dic-
tate to us the manner of laws we shall have, and how we shall
live. Andwhat excuse is there for it? Why,the excuse for it. as
set forth by the chairman of this great committee, is that if Cuba
shall be permitted to have laboring men go into her country that
they w*ilPeﬂock there from all corners of the earth, and they will
engage in the business of raisin%]cane and producing sugar, and
they will flood the markets of the United States, and they will
destroy the sungar-beet industry and the cane-sugar industry in
the United States. In other words, they are required to enact
our exclusion laws for the purpose of preventing them from grow-
ing and adding one to the number of their population. Why,
think of it!

The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] said we were set-
ting the little republic up in housekeeping; just starting her up;
and he smiled like a lover in his benevolence at starting thislittle
republic up in housekeeping. Idonotwanthim to be my guardian;
I do not want him to be my guardian in housekeeping and to say
just who I shall have come and visit me, just whom 1 shall get to
make up my household, and just who shall go into the house-
keeping business with me or who shall come in there. We say to
Cuba, If you will conduct your affairs as we dictate, we will do
business with you; if you will buy certain things we have to sell,
we will do something for you to relieve your distress; if youn will
buy the trust-made steel, the trust beef, the trust glass, paints,
and oils, and all the other things we want you to buy of us. And
if yon will not do this, then you can go your way. The effect of
this bill is that Cuba can suffer, can go into bankruptey, and can
starve and suffer on until she will come to our terms. Why, if
Cuba shall submit to any such terms as this, I am sorry, for one,
that all the blood and treasure of the United States was ever used
to liberate such a people. I have too high a regard for that brave

oung republic to believe that they will permit us to dictate the

ind of lawsa they shall make, and dictate to them and say, ** Thus
far shalt thou go and no farther. You can accept our bounty;
we will give you 20 per cent reduction if you will agree to add not
one number to your population, if you will agree to add nothing
fo your sugar business and other concerns.”’

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. In restraint of trade.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Yes; in restraint of trade and in
restraint of humanity and everything. The chairman of this

committee said that we were the gnardian of this re¥ublic. “We
rescued your property. When we came to youn we found it in the
hands 01? the worst tyrant the world ever knew, and we rescued
it from the tyrant and we turned it over to yon. We settled
accounts. Now, after we have given youn your property, you
may go, but if you do not follow the policies that we dictate, the
E:;hcies that we point out, yon may go your way, and we will

ve nothing more to do with you; you can dle your own
canoe henceforth.”

This is not the proposition suggested by the President in his
message. Indeed, his suggestion was a reduction of the tariff
and in such a manner as not to hurt or interfere with any Ameri-
can ind He recognized the fact that it was to be a reduc-
tion of tariff and not a reciprocity measure. Reciprocity, as in-
dicated by the President, is the handmaiden of protection; reci-
procity begins where protection leaves off. It isan exchange of
commodities produced by the United States, raised or made, for
commodities not made or raised in the United States, with
some other nation or power which has such commodities to ex-
change for those not made or produced by itself. The power of
the President to bring about reciprocal agreements for trade is
defined and set out in the. Dingley law. And we have not been
asked to instruct the President as to our views upon reci ity
with Cuba. And under the present bill the whole matter has
dwindled to such small, narrow, and mean proportions as to
hardly be worthy of serious consideration. Valueless to the
United States, valueless to Cuba, if not even more—a humiliation.
I had rather support a measure for absclute free trade between
the two countries than to lend my indorsement to a measure
which has dwindled into the insignificance ing this. It
seems that the committee was willing to come down by degrees
from 50 per cent to 20 per cent. Itis a good deal like the propo-
sition concerning Porto Rico before the last Congress. It is not
the amount nor the result but the principle involved, the desire
of some men to have their own way.

Now, how does this happen? As I understand it, Cuba has no
local taxes or little if any. She has a little land tax, a little per-
sonal-property tax. Cuba lives on the internal revenue and on
the customs and duties that are paid on goods that come in there.

| Now, suppose that all that Cuba receives she receives from the

United States and we reduced that 20 per cent, then we reduce
the revenue—we reduce what Cuba has to live and exist npon—20

r cent. She has 20 per cent less, that much less with which,
if she gets all the products from us, to carry on her government.
In other words, instead of this stimulating any trade between
Cuba and the United States, Cuba’s interest lies in the direction
of buying somewhere else, buying from some country where they
will get a larger amount of revenue, instead of bu from our
country., where her revenues are reduced 20 per cent. ow, suck
is the law in its general scope.

I want tosay that as far as I am concerned, and I think I speak
the sentiment of my people. I am just as much disinterested in
this subject as the gentleman from New York, the chairman of
the committee, and more so. Indeed, he is perfectly safe; the
beet-sugar factory in his district which he hasso often mentioned
will not suffer, for his State has just passed a law fixing a bounty
upon the production of sugar. I believe I can speak judicially
upon this proposition. There is nota beet-sugar factory in my dis-
trict, and but a few sugar beetsare raised there. Noman in this
House will go further than I will in generosity to help the bright
young republic on her way to peace and plenty, on her way to
add another star to the blue field of Old Glory. [Applause.] We
are willing to help Cuba whether she is suffering or not. And
we all rejoice that the suffering and misery seen there by my
colleagne, Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, when he was there, has passed
away, and we hope has passed away forever. This is plainly
shown by all the proofs before the committee. My people be-
lieve, and I believe, that this is such a patriotic duty, such a
patriotic pleasure, that every American—man, woman, and child,
young and old, North and South, East and West—wonld like to
have a hand in the good and generous deed. Make it a national
affair, take the money from the Treasnry and hand it to the real
Cubans, not to the Spaniards, not to the rich planters, not to the
sugar trusts. Bestow charity where charity isneeded. I believe
that the sentiment in my district is in favor of doing something
for Cuba, and I believe that if we do something for Cuba we
ought to do it in a royal way, we ought to do it in a manly way,
we ought to do it in such a manner as that the blush of shame
shall not come to the face of the Cuban when he receives it.

I tell you yon can give alms to a beggar on the street in sunch a
way that you will make him feel like a prince, and you can give a

ift to a prince in such a way as to make him feel like a beggar.
have seen fathers give gifts or money to their children, intend-
inﬁo\;o ive it to them all the while, in such a manner as that it
ta all the pleasure out of the gift and out of the receiving of

thegift. Evensomemen treattheir wivesthat way. [Laughter.]
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They hang on to it and give it to them grudgingly. I heard
a great orator say when you get ready to give a dollar, let it
%'o; spend your money in a royal way; spend it as though eve
eaf on every tree were a greemback and you owned an unlimi
forest. [Laughter.] That is the sentiment of my district about
Cuba—to give it with a free hand, give them something so they
will know they are getting it and so it will do some good. But
the sentiment of my district is in opposition to giving anything to
the sugar trust or any other trus! combination. [Applause.]

According to my views, a Congressman represents his district
and, in a sense, the interests of his State. what I shall say-1
shall not atiribute to any member a.nythinibut the noblest and
best motives. And I was very pleased to hear the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] say, what must have been under-
stood by all, that no man should be criticised or his faith ques-
tioned because he honestly and conscientiously took the one side
or the other of this proposition. When it comes to a question of
following or failing to follow the lead of chosen leaders, right or
wrong, as a test of political integr'iz; then is our party and then
is our countryin danger. In these days of combine and combina-
tjglns the danger is the loss of the thinking, independent, respon-
sible man.

‘We are for Cuba and we are for thé Department of Agricul-
ture, and for the opinion of Secretary Wilson as against the opin-
ion and policies of Mr. Havemeyer or the sugar trust. [Applause.]

Secretary Wilson says that inside of five years—and he made
this statement before the Committee on Agriculture, of which I
have the honor to be a member—the richness of the sugar beet
will be increased over 20 per cent, and he said:

I believe as certainly as I am standing here that inside of five years, if the

beet industry is not interfered with, the United States will produce
the sugar that United States can use.

Mr. Havemeyer says:

Give me a free hand, let me alone, let me have my way,
I dictate, and inside of five years I will wipe the sugar-beet

the face of the earth. ¥

Asmy friend from Missouri [Mr. CocBRAN] just said—and a
Democrat is just as righf as anyone else when he is right, the
only trouble with the Democrat is that he is never right; at the
riggt. time [laughterd]lsbnt he was right in this when he said that
Havemeyer said he did not care who it hurt.

Now, while that is in my mind, the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Cocaran] was appealing to the House and asking if we
would join him in putting down the trust. I want to say to my
friend that we will join him in putting down the trusts if he wiil
follow out the suggestion of the resolution introduced by the gen-
tleman from usetts [Mr. NaPHEX], a Democrat from the
bright and intelligent city of Boston, providing for an amend-
ment to the Federal Constitution giving the of the
United States the right to pass laws regulating con i
trusts. Mr. NarneN introduced that resolution in the Fifty-sixt

and it was put to sleep by the gentlemen on the other side
of the Chamber. A Republican member reported the resolution
out of the commitiee, and I remember well that when the resolu-
tion was called only one Democrat on the other side had the man-
hood to stand up and vote in favor of amending the Constitution
permitting to regulate trusts.

I am one of infant statesmen—one of the ‘‘sophomores.”
I am mnot one of the chosen leaders of the party. But I will
tell you what I will do; I will vote for it. Buf you befter quit
using barbed-wire fence. Come to Adrian and get some Lamb
woven-wire fence, P steel-wire fence, not made nor con-
trolled by the trusts, but standing above the trust and defy-

ing it.

%Ir. COCHRA.LT. Have you any idea that a majority of your

¥ would so vote?

Mr. HENRY O. SMITH. I can not on that proposition.
But I see that my time is fast going, and I must hurry on.

I do not want to say anything unkind of anyone. I do not in-
tend to criticise this committee. But I wish to say that I am not
one of those who believe that the Republican y is going to
wreck and rnin. I can not see those ghosts that my friend from
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] saw coming up over the footboard and
which he held up here to warn us—Democratic spooks! [Laugh-
ter.] He warned us of the possibility of Democratic vic —of
the danger of our pitching into the Administration. He told us
that every vote against this measure was a vote against the Presi-
dent. And he said that my friend and colleague, Wai. ALDEN
SanTH, as well as myself, wasnot ** dry behind the ears.’” [Lagg}-
ter! Well, I will tell you one thing: I would rather be in t

ition than dry in front of the ears or dry over the ears.
gau ter.] It is true we are young; and the gentleman from
ew York accused me of not having been here long. I am not to
blame for that. I came here just as soon as the people would let
me come. [Laughter. when I asked him a guestion, he
said “ Go *way back and sit down; you are young and vealish.”

such laws as
usiness off from

Mr. PAYNE rose. [

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I am always glad to listen to the
gentleman. He is my Congressman. I am proud of him. Iam
always glad to act with him when I think he is right, just as he
is glad to act with the President when he thinks the President is
right, and is ready to oppose him when he thinks he is wrong.

But I have always heard it is a good thing, when we are in
doubt, to ‘*search the Seriptures**—that good old book that we
all read at our mother’s knee—the book that is able to gunide us
aright in e:g{ path of life. Thatis my sheet anchor. On Sun-
day last I this book down, and I began to look over these
““yealy " statements, these sop.homorical addresses, these college
orations of these embryo statesmen. Do you know that the Sa-
viour of the world was accused of that same thing of which the
gentleman from New York has accused us here? He lived only
thirty-three years on this earth. Had he appeared before the
Ways and Means Committee and attempted to suggest any

changes in the policy of that committee he would have been in-
structed by my friend from New York to *‘go "way back and sit
down.”” ughter.] And the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrRos-

VENOR] would have said, ** Me, too.”

‘Was it not remarkable that the gentleman from Ohio said:

I would not stand 50 per cent; I would not stand 40 per cent; I would not
stand 25 per cent; but 20 per cent, that is just exactly the figunre which will
not hurt the sugar at home and will help the Cubans.

Is not that a little remarkable? Why, gentlemen, this great
committee came within 5 per cent of losing the support of the
gentleman from Ohio. I tell you gentlemen, it was a close
call. Talk about your “divine ratio” of 16 to 1. Here we have
an equally divine percentage—just 20 per cent. [Applanse.]

But I must come back to what I was just about to read from
the Scriptures:

i
Pul;guo t, therefore, the old leaven, that ye may be a new paste, as ye are

Therefore let us feast, not with old leaven nor with the leaven of malice
and wickedness, but with unleavened bread of sincerity and truth.
v

nse. ]

i just said, I am not alarmed about the future of the Repub-
lican party in Michigan. Our Republicanism is rock rooted, as
firm as our everlasting hills, as enduring as our wealth of min-
eral, as constant as our inland seas, which surround her as a zone
of beauty. Why, the Republican party was born in Michigan—
born in my district. TUnder the oaks at Jackson, in nature’s
cathedral, "mid the songs of birds and the fragrance of flowers,
our party was born. It was a birth of purity, and pure the party
will continue. [Applause.] .

Now, before I close I want to refer to what was said here in
regard to my friend and colleague, Wu. ALDEN SauTH. Let me
s:ﬁ;: gentlemen, there is nothi:lg to be made b§abusi.ng us young
fellows. We are going to be old some day. You are not going
to get any converts by ing us pettifoggers and ‘““embryo
statesmen,’” or by telling us to *‘ go "way back and sit down.”
Nor is it necessary that you sugﬁeest to us that you will not let us
stay here; that we are going to be defeated if we do-not follow
your lead and do what you suggest. Gentlemen, there is nothing
to be made by heaping—I do not want to say abuse, but by usi
such language or terms as were used in regard bomylm:theranﬁ
colleague, Wi, ALDEN SMITH.

I always feel ready to defend and stand up for the Smith fam-
il.ﬂ. [Applause.] You know that in the Garden of Eden, when

were pure and sinless, the Lord said ““ We will start this thing
right; we will call everybody Smith; and then, as soon as they
begin to go wronﬁzwa will call them PAYXE, or DALZELL, or some-
thing of that kind.”” [Laughter.]

But my friend here was mistaken when he talked about W
AvLpeN SaitH delivering a college oration that he had committed
to memory. I want to tell you something about the college
at which he graduated. He nated in the school of common
sense, in the school of experience, and he took a post-graduate
course in the school of hard knocks. [Applause.]

A townsman, a neighbor of mine, when he was United States
marshal of the State of Michigan, found that boy a barefooted
boy selling newspapers and rn on the streets of a great city,
supporting his widowed mother, and he was fascinated with him.
He took an interest in him and got his mother’s consent to take
him to Lansing, the capital of the State of Michigan, had him
appointed a page, and that boy went on from page to messenger,
from messenger to clerk, from clerk to lawyer, from lawyer to
business man, until he owns a block in the city of Grand Rapids
and has been the eral counsel of one of the largest railroads
in this conntry, and he won his W%F unaided to the Congress of
the United States. [Applause.] ithout one hand fo uplift or
aid he came here, and by and by—he is a young man yet, but he
is growing—when he gets dry behind the ears [laughter], the gen-
E&ﬁm the sg]tl? m\?xon] ety a i

im as of Michi oves, respects, and honors him to-
day. [Applause.] :
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But as I was saying, this is a terribly little thing when you
come to get down to it.isn't it? 'What is there left for a lot of big
men, able-bodied men, a great committee of this House, to be
bothered with? Thereisaquestionas towhether any Cuban planter
will ever get one penny of benefit from this; and I want to say to

ou that if this was a Democratic measure in a Democratic
ouse, originating on the other side of the Chamber as it natu-
rally would, being a Democratic measure as I believe, I would
like to hear my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] and
my friend from New York [Mr. PAYNE] and my friend from Ohio
[Mr. GrosvENOR], and all these other gentlemen, ridiculing it
out of the House. Do you know, every time I think of it my
attention is called to this poem of Frank L. Stanton’s, which I will
read:
Sich a 1i'l' feller, en he settin’ up so wise!
Say he like his daddy. but he got his mammy’'s eves;
1 tuk and drap him fom & window in de skies—
-bye, honey, twell de mawnin'.
Sich a 1i'l’ feller, in de cunnin’es’ er close!
Say he love his d.n.ddy, but his mammy’'s what he knows!
Foun’ him in de springtime, and dey tuck him fer a rose—
¥-bye, honey, twell de mawnin'.
!]331’:]1 & ]1{‘ _f%]]er, k;Lm he t:i.ll'lld.lll]‘ like & man!
-bye, by-bye, ' HT han’;
Lgt?(:: ‘:ﬁ" cgﬁlunqi‘ny?ie m‘.mzpyu lan’—
By-bye, honey, twell de mawnin.

E‘Ahpplause.]

That, my friends, is just about what the Cubans will think of
this wonderful proposition. if it ever gets down there, in my judg-
ment. But they say, and the reason they urge it here, is use
they say the President of the United States wants it.

The friends of this measure try to get support for it on the claim
that the President has his heart set upon its passage, and the friends
of the bill have said that a vote i it is a vote against the
President. and a vote against it is a slap at the Administration.
Ideny both. Ideny that the Président is tenacious about this bill.

Now, gentlemen, I want to submit that I deny that he wants it.
I deny that it is at his heart to nrge this, and 1 say that, accord-
ing to my judgment, President Roosevelt is too grand, too noble,
and too patriotic toever attempt to force legislation through this
body the way it is intimated; and if there is no other reason why
this shonld become a law than that the President of the United
States wants it, it ought not to become a law.

Why, gentlemen, there are three branches to this Government;
but I want to say, in passing, that when the next presidential
election comes you will find that no Democratic Congressmen
come from Michigan; that we send back 12 Republicans all the
time. You will find Michigan standing elbow to elbow with
Ohio and Pennsylvania and with any other Republican State for
the ublican platform and the Republican candidates. [%%)-
planse.] We can fight and kiss and makeup. [Laughter.] e
are for harmony. I wasabout to say that there are three branches
to t}lllis Government, which I learned early; there ought to be
anyhow.

Mr. BARTLETT. Used to be.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Used to be in the old Constitution.
[Laughter.] Now, we, as one of those branches, make the laws,
and we do not make the laws the President of the United States
tells us to make. We make the laws that our judgment dictates;
the laws that our reason tells us are the proper laws. Then those
laws go over to the Supreme Court and that court interprets the
law, and after the law is made by us and interpreted by the court
the Executive enforces the law. Now, what 1s his power under
the Constitution? and I want to submit it to you. I read from
article 2, section 3:

He shall from time to time give to the Congress—

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman think the Constitution
is good Republican doctrine? ot

r. HENRY C. SMITH. Certainly; and there is just this dif-
ference between you and me about that. We stick to the real
Constitution. * The spirit of the law maketh alive,’’ as that same

book says, ‘‘ but the letter of the law killeth.”” and it is the
etter of the law that you follow. A Democrat was on a boatone
time, going across the ocean with his wife, and there was a great
storm arose, which sweptover the deck. Somehow or other, when
they left home they thought it would be convenient to take along
the marriage certificate—did not know but some question might
be asked. And by and by the storm swept his wife overboard.
He was on deck, and they were trying to fish her out, and finally
the ease seemed to be desperate, and he said, ** Mr, Sailor, if you
can not save my wife, for God’s sake save the marriage certifi-
cate.”” [Laughter.] That is what you say, that yon want just
the certificate, just the letter of the law, the letter of the Consti-

tation. Now, what does this say?
from time to time give to the Congress information of the state of

and recommend—

He shall
the Union,
That is all, just recommend—
recommend for their consideration such measures as he shall judge necessary
and expedient.

.Ncrw,thisisoneaf the things that he judged to be necessary

and one of the things that he jud ent.

Now he has recommended another thing that he thinks is nec-
essary and that he judges to be expedient, the irrigation of the
arid lands. I ask whether our leaders here will report out any
bill for the irrigation of arid lands? I want to say that thatisa
proposition which is as near the President’s heart as any other
that he mentions in his message.

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman does not seem to know that that
irrigation bill has alread§been reported.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Oh, well, reporting it does not
amount to anything. Youwill never bring it to a vote. Report-
ing it is a harmless entertainment.

Mr. PAYNE. It does not belong to our committee.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Certainly not. There will be some
way of shutting it out. It does not bel to your committee;
but the gentleman from Pennsylvania . DArzeLL] has the
right to pring in any kind of a rule which will even make water
run up hill and irrigate all the arid lands of the Far West.
[Launghter.] But I just want to make a prediction. This is one
of these ghosts that my friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] speaks
about peeking up over the footboard of my bed. That ghost, in
my judgment, is that that arid-land proposition of the President
will never see the light of day in tﬁ!ﬂ ,and if it does
there will not be five men on this side of the Rocky Mountains
who will vote for it. Now, the gentleman is just like the rest of
ns—just exactlv. When he thinks the President is right, then he
is with him. 'When he thinks he is not right, the gentleman is
not with him; and that is just exactly mly proposition. The Presi-
dent does not represent my district. wigh he did. He could
get a nomination up there to-day, even with this beet-sugar agi-
tation. There is no question about that.

And I say, too, that I believe the President of the United States
repudiates the use of his name and the use of the a ent that
he desires the e of this bill and the use of such statements
for the purpose of inducing members of this House fo support
this measure, and I protest against the use of such means to bol-
ster up this proposition. It shows the weakness of the cause, the
weakness of the supporters of this measure, when the great lead-
ers of the partyin this Honse, who have led the party for all these
years and shaped the policy of our Government for the eternal
good of the race, must now make appeal to the President and ask
him by his influence to lobby their bill through; and appeal to
the Speaker of the House, to whom members are daily under
obligation, and to warn them that they will lose their river and
harbor appropriation and their pet measures in which their con-
stitnents are interested, as we see stated in the newspapers and
not denied.

Appeal to the chairmen of other committees, and even angle
across the aisle of this Chamber for support from the Democratic
side; and the newspapers state that the Crumpacker resolution
for an investigation of the Southern election frauds may sleep the
sleep that kmows no waking if the Congressmen from the States
where the investigation is to take place will only rally to the sup-
port of this bill which the Cubans repudiate, which the friends
of the measure state will do no good, and which can not resultin
benefit to the United States. The proposition will not stand alone.
It must be bolstered up by influence. It can not go through on
its merits. X

Ninety per cent of the Republicans in this House, away down.
in the bottom ‘of their honest hearts, unbiased and uninflu-
enced by the means and influences I have mentioned, repudiate
the measure. They say so openly, shamefaced. The only ex-
cuse they make for m.fopmﬁng it 18 that they must follow the
committee; that they do not want to be out of harmony with the
leaders; that it is uncomfortable to dwell in a tent where there
is a want of harmony.

The same tactics were used to pass the Porto Rican bill in the
last Congress. Members of Congress were asked by the leaders
to go and see the President. They visited him until President
McKinley, noblest of the dead or the living, was driven from his
“plain duty,” as he saw it, and as he penned it in his message on
parchment, in unfading ink, to last forever. And he did it allin
the interest of party harmony. And now, not content to appeal
to the President, to appeal to the Speaker, to appeal to chairmen
of committees to bring in the members of their committee, to a
peal to Democrats on the other side, appeal is also made to t!ll);
memory of the dead President to induce support to the measure.
ijx t}llle name of all that is sacred, what argument is there in all
of this?

In the langunage of Shakespeare—

‘When went there by a day before when one who spoke of Rome could sa;
i yrwnﬁsmﬂyonﬂmn? i e

to be

There dwells within he:

1t is not a question of House rules; it is a question of ourselves,
Under the rules of the House we have the power to prevent the
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consideration of a.u{ measure. It is simply a question of back-
})-one—a question of having as much stability as a piece of boneless
iver.

Anocther proposition, another reason for the support of the bill,
another ghost Eeld up, urged by the committee, nrged by the wit-
nesses who live in Boston and other large cities, in million-dollar
mansions, who own sugar plantations in Cuba, or sugar-refinery
stock here, urged by the president of the new republic, who does
notlive there but who contemplates going down to be inaugurated,
and contemplates, if his business interests will permit and he can
leave his New Jersey home and business, serving them for one
year, is that the United States has some duty to perform and is
under some obligation because of the Platt amendment attached
to their constitution. I quote that amendment, as follows:

That the government of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or other
compact with any foreign power or powers which will impair or tend to im-
fai.l' the independence of (Puuhn, nor ﬁnn?’ manner authorize or permit n.n{

'oreign power or powera to obtain by colonization or for military or nava
purposes or otherwise lodgment in or control over any portion of said island.

And I submit that there is not one word in that amendment
that in any manner hampers Cuba in her commercial relations
with any country in this world. It simply provides that she shall
not enter into any treaty which will impair her independence or

it any foreign power to obtain control over the island.

Another thing urged is that President McKinley made some
kind of a promise, but the proofs hefore the hearing show that
the President told them that he had no power to make such
promise.

The proof before the committee showed that there was no suf-
fering in the island of Cuba, but that, on the contrary, Cuba had
never experienced such prosperity as she was now enjtging. It
js said that the best witness is a confessing litigant. pon this
question I am content to quote from the report made by the com-
mittee which favors this bill. On page 2 of that report it is
stated:
rmBi.mm the m undge our a%xl:]l}i:jestraﬁolk she h‘iﬁ?pﬁt;;teti in ?‘ov‘;m;g;r-

3 I8 her us! y the u n
of sugar, ?ms mnl?ﬁ::lied %folﬁ. e T ¥

Now, I want to submit that if the farmers and the other busi-
ness men of the United States have increased their business three-
fold in the past three years, and if the laboring man in this coun-
try has during that time improved his condition threefold, then
certain it is that we have prospered in this country under protection
to the American farmer, protection to the American manufac-
turer, and protection to American interests ‘‘far beyond the
dreams of avarice.”

Again, on the same page in that report it is stated that—

It is true that labor in Cuba is, and for the past three months has buen,
fully employed at fair wages; that there has been no famine or distress.

And it appeared in the hearings that common farm laborers re-
ceived from $23 to $26 per month and board; that there was not a
man in Cuba willing to work who could not be employed and at
better wages than ever before paid in the history of that land.

The statement of Mr. Machado, sugar planter of Cuba, on page
445 of the hearings, is as follows:

The statement has been made here that all our laborers are employed at
good wages and that therefore there can be no misery in Cuba. There lies
precisely the reason why Cuba can not make much more sugar than it is

.making now. We have not population enouggh to attend to cane wing and
manufacturing, the cultivation of other articles like tobacco and vegetables,
and the breeding of cattle to a greater extent than these things are done to-
day, and that is why our laborers are all employed at high wages. To grow
the present amount of cane some 500,000 acres of land must be cultivated.
Omne man can not attend to more than 3 acres on an average, and there you
have already 150.000 men employed. Todouble onr crop we must have 300,000
laborers in the field, working only in cane, Where are these men ina country
of about one and & half millions inbabitants all told®

This is a rosy pictnre, and also shows what I have before said,
that if Cuba is to pass snch laws as that she then can not develop
and add to her population; her progress will be retarded.

And in the report of the committee, on page 4, it is stated that
it is impossible for Cuba to increase her production of sugar—
unless she was able to import more laborers. For this reason the require-
ment was placed in the bill that she shonld adopt immigration and exclusion
laws as restrictive as our own laws on thess snbjects.

Let us briefly review the witnesses who appeared before the
committee favoring reciprocity. They are as follows:

E. F. Atkins, Boston. Mass., representing American associated
interests of Cuba; C. P. Armstrong, of the New York Produce
Exchange; Col. T. H. Bliss, collector of the port of Habana, Cuba:

W. R. Corwine, representing the Merchants’ Association in New |

York: R. B. Hawley, representing American and Cuban sugar
interests; Howell, Son & Co., sugar commission merchants, New
York: Hugh Kelley, New York, sugar merchant; National Sugar
Refining Company; Charles Rabadan, New York Produce Ex-
change; Thomas, ex-president same; F. B. Thurber, presi-
dent United States Export Association; L. V. De Abad, of Cuba,
civil engineer; F. P. Macado, planter; Miguel Mendoza, of Ha-
bana, planter; Lomnis V. Place, sugar commission merchant, and
sugar planters of the provinces of Santiago and Puerto Principe,

| American industries to build up Cuban interests or

who are represented by Mosle Brothers, of New York, as their
agents.

Those against reciprocity take np nearly three pages in the in-
dex, and they are all producers—Americans interested in this
American product. The iniquity of the whole thing and the evil
of it, to my mind, is the false claims and pretenses as to the pur-
pose of the act. Above and beyond all the rest is the rule handed
down on the tables of stone, ** Thou shalt not bear false witness,”

Since this measure can be of no benefit to us, for it is conceded
by every man who has spoken in favor of it, by the report of the
committee which urges it, by everyone who has looked into the
subject, that by reason of the passage of this bill sugar will not
be a farthing cheaper to anyone who consumes it; and since it
can not be of benefit to Cuba, why should it become a law? Sim-
ply and solely to carry out the propositionof the Ways and Means
Committee, which is generally conceded to have been a mistake,
just simply to permit certain men to have their own way. If
there is any other reason, it has not been stated. If there is nc
other reason the bill ought not to pass.

The Lonisville Courier Journal on March 21 expressed what
must be the fair sense of all, wherein it said: *‘A 20 per cent re-
duction is insignificant enongh. but to limit even that to a period
of less than two years is little better than a mockery. Itisa con-
temptible piece of hypocrisy and cowardice.™

And a paper in my own district, the Jackson Press, on March
19 puts the proposition about right, as follows: ** The 20 per cent
cut is insufficient and the immigration suggestion is impudent.”

And I want to quote in full an article from the Jackson Citizen,
edited by ex-Congressman O'Donnell. who regresented that dis-
trict in this body on the Republican side with honor, ability, and
fidelity. The article is so clear that I desire to read it in full, as*
follows:

THE HYPOCRISY OF RECTPROCITY.

It almost makes one tired to realize the influences and underhand efforts
made to mislead the American mind on the subject of reciproeity. A great
doctrinal principle, as enunciated, capable of good use if nursed and handled
by a wise and nmdent statesmanship, it has been perverted and manipulated
until as now Jmasented to the pet(?:le. it isonly an appeal to the cupidity on the
one hand and a new demonstration and effort to accomplish a revival of free
trade on the other, Eversince President McKinley utterad his speech favor-
ing reciprocity as a matter of expediency to extend trade: ever since he as-
eerted that it was “*a plain duty " to admit Porto Rico to the unimpeded use
of the whole American market, the acclaim of all importers and free traders
has been for **reciprocity.” Mr. McKinley spoke more as a philan ist
than as a statesman, and his philanthropy has bean seized nng ified in
the interest of greed and partisanship to the detriment of American pros-

perity.

The Citizen has, as a newspaper, been favored with dozens of circulars,
letters, eches, statements, and pamphlets favoring reciprocity. Some
emanate from the importers of Boston and New York, some from the agri-
cultural mglement manufacturers at Chicago, but latterly they mostly come
from the offices of the gigantic Havemeyer sugar trust and the great Ameri-
can tobacco combine. Their efforts are now directed to educating public
sentiment into a critical stage of interest and thy with the down-
trodden and suffering people of Cuba. Cut down tﬁe B‘i‘n Tey tariff on sugar
and tobaceo isthe outery, and save the suffering and starving people of Cuba.,
If you don't do it, loss, destruction, and starvation will follow and the United
States will o%pmm them beyond the limits of Spanish robbery and spoliation.
Inour view this is naught but self-interest on the one hand and cheap political
gush on the other. Cuba is not suffering any more from the operations of
tariff and trade to-day than for years ne only in the circulars of interestad
ba men and cheap cla trap politicians of the free-trade Democratic

rersuasion, sailing under false colors. The Havemeyers, the Thurbers, the

arquhars are flooding the country with their letters, circulars, and articles,
and a part of the newspapers are copying them, as per uest, or they are
hiring them printed in the patent insides of newspaper publishing housas to
influence public opinion, e have lying before us now no less than three of
these appeals, with a P. B.—* If you think so, won't you write your Senators
and Members of Congress to that effect and also give it continued support in

your paper?"’ "

No, tlemen, we won't. This country has spent nearly a hundred mil-
lions and many lives to benefit Cuba. It Das freed it from the taxes, extor-
tions, and tyrannies of Spain. Cuba prefers independence to affiliation with
the American pecPle. Lét her take her choice, and have all the privileges of
independent fpeap.ea. ‘We must, then, treat her as independent. She has no
right to ask for any ial privileges, no dec tariff, no destroying of

8 r to feed the cupidity and
greed of American sugar and tobacco trusts. This whole effort to create
sympathy for Cuba is only a deep-laid game to enrich capitalists at the ex-
pense of American industry and prosperity. Our Government and Congress
owe their first duty to protect and benefit our own country and people, and

| the SBenator or Representative who forgets that great and foremost economic

fact is a traitor to Amcr‘lcm&)‘m&p«riﬁy and his own constituency. Govern-
ment is for justice, home, and domestic S‘mﬁperity. and not for a simple and
gushing sympathy for other people and nations. Politicians may exploit
1t for partisan advantage, and trusts may struggle for increased profits, but
time will uncover the evil and lead to S:m same repentance the nation ex-
ﬁeriencef._l in 1884, A reciprocity that benefits the American producers and

borers is the kind that we can all indorse, but a reciprocity that is selfish
and promotes only private ends and interests is a perversion of good
ment and wise sta;
public.

And in passing, let me inquire as to who has paid for all these
newspaper articles and the pamphlets and literature referred to
in this article appealing to us for nine months before Congress
assembled? Certain it is that in the hearings before the commit-
tee and in all the investigations made not one utterance has been
traced to any Cuban planter, not one word has been heard from
any Cuban who anticipates getting any benefit from this law.
On the other hand, many of the publications and utterances and

: judg-
p, and will never be approved by the American
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arguments have been traced to and the money to pay therefor
has been shown to come from the coffers of the sugar trust,
which my friend the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]
intimated had caused me to see ghosts behind each fluttering
leaf. I am quite ready to admit that I join the President in what
he said in his at Charleston, which my friend from Ohio
g0 warmly commended in his warning against the immense forces
of capital now massed, and in his statement that the national wel-
fare requires that the power of supervision and regulation over
them onght to be exercised by this Government. If I might in-
dulge the h that some day I could become more familiar with
the ** strong box ** of Mr. Havemeyer I might learn to look upon
it with less fear and trembling.

I have no objection to people acquiring wealth, and in the lan-
guage of an elogquent friend of mine in Michigan, I am still will-
ing that there should be another millionaire in the world, 4nd I
am a candidate for the place. At the same time, it is humiliat-
ing that a great trust should control 90 per cent of the sugar we
must all use—absolutely control the price and the market. One
of the representatives of the Bay City Company showed that
when an old farmer came with his wagon to get some sugar for a
conntry merchant at their place he had to wait until they conld
call up Mr. Havemeyer’s agent in Chicago on the long-distance
telephone to find out what they would be permitted to sell sugar
in Michigan that morning. It was then 10 o’clock, and the Bay
City man was told that Mr. Havemeyer had not yet had his break-
fast, and did not get down to the office until 11 o’clock. So the
farmer had tohitch his horses and wait until the coffee of the sugar-
trust magnate cooled and he had reached his office at 11 o’clock.

There is no doubt but what this same committee a year ago un-
derstood that if the tariff was reduced on sugar the trust wonld
get the benefit, for in report No. 1766 upon a resolution to put
Porto Rican and Cuban sugar on the free list that committee
stated that it would be a gift of the amount of $1,200,000 to the
salgj‘ar trust.

ut whether the trust will get this or not, and we ought not to
pass a law which would leave any doubt upon the subject, the
Agricultural Department has spent a lot of money to develop the
sugar-beet interest; it is a protection from which the farmer de-
rives a direct benefit. Michigan to-day makes 80 per cent of all
the sugar she uses; in the course of a few years the United States
can produce from the beet all the sugar she can consume.

‘We sent away $444,000 of agricultural Eroducts last year, sent
away to foreign markets and bronght back to this country money
from foreign lands therefor. This picture is marred some by the
fact that we brought into this country during the same time
$222,000,000 of farm products, over $100,000,000 of which we paid
for sugar, which we sent away to other countries never to come
back. I believe it is the duty of Congress to stimulate this busi-
ness, to keep this money at home.

The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR, intimated that
platforms were not very sacred, that they were made in a night;
and the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. McCALL, said that
they were an expedient—or that, in effect, was his argument—like
a car platform, to get in on. I can not believe that this is the
opinion of people generally, and I know that such are not the
sentiments of the Republicans of Michigan.

‘When Mr. McKinley was elected President in the fall of 1806

trust existed business stability and forward march came, all on
the faith and confidence the country had in Republican promises
and Republican principles. And I know that $10,000,000 has been
investeg in the sugar-beet business in Michigan, farms have been
made more valuable, mortgages paid off, towns, villages, and
cities have prospered. AndI believe that this money was invested
on the faith of the pledges and the principles of the Republican
party. And I believe that we are in honor bound to stand by
those pledges, hurt Havemeyer, help Cuba, or come what may.
Fair play is a jewel. Right is mighty and will prevail.
Truth crushed to earth shall rise again;
The eternal years of God are hers;
But Error, wounded, writhes in pain,
And dies amid her worshippers.
gAp lause.] : ;
Ir. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise,

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. LAcEY having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 12765) to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba,
and had come to no resolution thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:
To Mr. BurkE of South Dakota, for one week, on account of
important business.

| same with amendments, accompanied by a
| which said bill and report were referred to the

To Mr. THAYER, for ten days, on account of important busi-
ness.

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE, and in accordance with the
order heretofore made, the House (at 5 o’clock and 14 minutes
p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, April 17, 1902, at
11 o’clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com-
;nﬁuications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as

ollows:

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the District
of Columbia submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation
for Columbia Hospital—to the Committee on Appropriations, and
ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secre of the Interior, transmitting a
memorial from the Cherokee Indians, together with a draft of a
bill for the allotment of lands—to the Committee on Indian
Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting
an_estimate of appropriation for military prison at Alcatraz,
Calt—e‘leo the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be

rinted.

A letter from the Grant Statue or Memorial Commission, re-
%ort.ing progress and recommending an appropriation—to the

ommittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an
appropriation for protection of Orient Point (New York) light
station—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
%hﬁ Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as

ollows:

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13113) to authorize the
Secretary of War o loan tents for the use of the Spanish War
Veterans’ encampment at Indianapolis, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1641); which said bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House
(H. R. 12867) to anthorize the Shreveport Bridge and Terminal
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across Red River,
in the State of Louisiana, at or near Shreveport, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1642);
which said bill and report were referred to the %ouae Calendar.

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9503) to authorize the
Oklahoma and Western Railroad Company to construct and oper-

06 | ate a railway through the Fort Sill Military Reservation, and for
business took a new life, and where a want of confidence and dis- |

other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied
by a ngrt (No. 1643); which said bill and report were referred
to the Commiftee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3153) to amend section
698 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported the
rt (No. 1644);
ouse Calendar.

Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Public
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 43855)
authorizing the issnance of a patent to the countyof Clallam,
State of Washington, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 1645); which said bill and report were
rUefgrred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the

nion. A

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the

followinti titles were severally reported from committees, deliv-
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole

House, as follows:

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13278)
granting an increase of pension to Levi H. Collins, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1621) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,
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Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invahd Pensions, to

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13206) granmég
an increase of pension to Francis Scott, reported the same wi
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1622); which said bill
and rt were referred to the Private Calendar.
" Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 4509) granting
an increase of pension to Eliza Knight, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1623); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendaxr,

Mr. éﬁMUEL 'W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5159)
granting a pension to W. A. Miller, reported the same with amend-
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1624); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

E;r. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2805) granting an
increase of pension to Lemuel Grove, r?orted the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1625);
and report were referred to the Private Calendar,
. Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which

was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 6718) granting an in-
crease of pension to Andrew R. Jones, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1626); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. EBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5865) grgnting
an increase of pension to Col. James C. Campbell, na%:rt,ed the
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1627);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7618) granting
an increase of pemsion to Thomas Sheridan, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1628); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (5. 2805) granting an
increase of pension to Anna L. Cory, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1629); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 319) granting a
pension to Ida M. Warren, reported the same without amend-

ment, accompanied by a rt (No. 1630); which said bill and
report were referred to th?g:'ivata (hlemfm-.

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 825) granting an increase of pension to
John Compton, reported the same with amendments, accompanied
by a report (No. 1631); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8109) granting a
pension to William H. McCarter, re the same with amend-
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1632); which said billand re-
port were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (5. 8634) granting an
increase of pension to Elizabeth A. Capehart, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1683); which
gaid bill and re were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, fo
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8346) ting a
pension to Mrs. Nannie C. Tramell, reported the same with amend-
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1634); which said bill and

were referred to the Private Calendar,

. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10672) granting
a pension to Ada S. Kempfer, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1635); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar. }

r. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4381) granting an
increase of pension to John S. Robinson, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1686); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5192) granting an
increase of pemsion to John English, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1637); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10794) granting a
pension to Thomas H. Devitt, reported the same with amendments,
accompanied by a r (No. 1638); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar,

which said bill |-

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Hounse (H. R. 11115)
granting a pension to Angeline H. Taylor, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1639); which said bill
and re were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5183) granting
a pension to William Holdridge, reported the same with amend-
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1640); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIT, the Committee on Invalid Pensions
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9941)
granting a pension to James Mathew, and the same was referred
to the Committee on Pensions,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIATLS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXIT, bills, resolutions, and memorials
?tﬁ.he following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 13677) providing for exe-
cution of official bonds by assistant postmasters and other officials
and employees of the mrﬁw and Postal Department—to
the Committee on the ce and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 18678) to authorize the Presi-
dent of the United States to take certain action in the selection
of representatives for the comsideration of proposed good-roads

islation—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 13679) to amend an
act entitled ‘*An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy
throunghout the United States,”” approved July 1, 1808—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BATES (bﬁrequeat): A bill (H. R. 13680) granting lands
in the Territory of New Mexico to aid in the construction of the
Santa Fe Central Railway and the Albuquerque Eastern Rai.lway,
in gaid Territory, and in the construction of tele%mph lines in
connection therewith—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 18681) granting an appro-
Elriation to the trustees of the Woman's National Industrial Ex-

ibit pfﬁthe city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Ap-

riations.

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 13682) to amend section 4517 of
the United States Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 13724) to regulate process
and proceedings in the circunit courts of the United States—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HAY: A resolution (H. Res. 213) asking for informa-
tion from the Civil Service Commission—to the Committee on
Reform in the Civil Service.

By Mr. ROBERTS: A resolution (H. Res. 214) authorizing the
Select Committee on Examination and Disposition of Docnments
to emp?;y labor and clerical assistance—to the Committee on
Accounts.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, private bills of the following titles
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 13683) granting anin-
crease of pension to Ella 8. Mannix—to the Committee on Pen-

sions.

By Mr. BRISTOW: A bill (H. R. 13684) granting an increase
on pension to Charles F. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid
ensions. :

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 13685) for the relief of
Samuel B. Moore—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13686) for the relief of Marion F, Wolfe—to
the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 18687) to correct the military
record of John H. Lamson—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 13688) for the relief of the
North American Transportation and Trading Company—to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 13689) gmnting a pension to
William W. Painter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
By FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 13690) granting a
pension to Freeman R. Gove—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 18691) granting an increase of

pension to James M. Conrad—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions,
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By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 13692) ting a pension
to Sarah Gentry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13693) granting an increase of pension to
William T, Gans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13694) granting an increase of pension to
Cyntlua A. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18695) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Florye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13696) granting an increase of pension to
Charles Wehr—to the Commlttee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. JACEKSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 13697) granting an
ilflcre_ase of pension Lo Joseph Page—to the Committee on Invalid

‘ensions.

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13608) granting a pension to
Mary A. Baldridge—to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 13699) for the relief of the lega'[
representatives of T. 8. Grider, deceased—to the Committee on

ar Claims.

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 13700) for the relief of
Amanda Sopris—to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13701)
granting a pension to Theodore Buri—to the Committee on Inva-
lid Pensions.

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 18702) ting a
pension to Phebe A. Flynn—to the Committee on Inva Pensions.

By Mr. RHEA of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18703) for the relief
%1; N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., of New York—to the Committee on

aims.

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13704) granting a
Bension to Charlotte J. Closser—to the Committee on Invalid

‘ensions.

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13705) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary Ann Garrison—to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. TATE A bill (H. R. 18708) granting a pension to Arelia
C. Pool—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13707) for the relief of Andrew J. Sanders—
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18708) for the relief of Enos M. Gribble—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. THOMAS of Towa: A bill (H. R. 13709) gra.ntmg an
increase of panmon to Elias Holliday—to the Committee on In-

vahd

ﬁ ‘I‘HOMA.S of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 18710) for
the ralief of the heirs of Joseph R. Bell—to the Committee
War Claims.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 18711) for
the relief of Simon M. Yates—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 137)2) granting a pension
to Susan Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13713) granting an increase of pension to
Rebecca Randolph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13714) granting an increase of pension to
William C. Niles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18715) to correct the nnhtary record of Henry
W. Knnp'p-—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 18716) granting an increase of
%enmon to Edward Cottingham—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions,

Algo, & bill (H. R. 18717) granting an increase of pension to
John Gragan—to tha Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18718) granting an increase of pension to
Josaph Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 13719) granting a pension
Nancy McGuire—to the Committee on Pensions

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 13720) for the relief of Jacob
J. Miller—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18721) for
the mliaf of William Henley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13722) granting a
pension to Edd Lodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13723) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Oliver C. Jackson—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXITI, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr, ADAMS: Resolution of the Trades League of Philadel-
phia, relating to House bill 7645, to maintain the legal-tender
silver dollar at a panty with go]d and to increase the subsidi
i}lver coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, an

easures.,

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolutions of Star Division, No. 328,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Augusta, Ga., fnvormg
the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Coupon petitions of 1,411 citizens of
St. Louis, readers of the St. Lonis Evening Star, asking Congress-
men to vote for House bill 6279, to increase the of letter car-
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BEIDLER: Petition of Woman's Board of Home Mm—
sions of the Presbyterian Church, New York, protestmfhn%a
the passage of House hill 12543, for the admission of the
tories of Arizona and New Mexico to statehood—to the Commlt-
tee on the Territories.

Also, resolutions of Subordinate Association No. 19 of Lithog-
raphers’ International Protective and Beneficial Association,
Coshocton, Ohio; Mine Workers’ Union No. 550, of Wadsworth;
Quarrymen s Union No. 0166, and Ship Ca.rpenters Union No.
9308, of Cleveland, Ohio, frmarmg an educational gualification
for immjgrant&—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali-
zation.

By Mr. BULL: Petitionof the Central Tradesand Lgbor Union
of RhodelIsland, in favor of the eight-hour bill, the anti-injunction
bill. and the prison-labor bill—to the Commitiee on Labor.

Also, resolution of the Charity Organization Society of New-
port, R. 1., for the restriction of immigration—to the Committee
on Imm:gra.tmn and Naturalization.

Also, resolution of the San Francisco (Cal.) Teachers’ Meeting
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, in favor of legislation for the
benefit of naval cha lams—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Harbor Springs,
Mich., ing the passage of House bill 7475—to the Committee
on the Public Lands.

By Mr. COWHERD: Petition of merchants and manufacturers
of Kansas City, Mo., for reciprocal trade agreement with Can-
ada—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DARRAGH: Paper accompanying House bill 6695, to
remove charge of desertion from the military Yecord of Moses
Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, resolutions of the board of control of State House of Cor-
rection and Branch Prison at Msrquette. Mich., the pas-
sage of House bills 3143 and 5798 and other bills of a similar na-
ture—to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of a meeting of Boer sympathizers

in Milwaukee, Wis., in relation to the war in South Africa—to the
Committee on Farelgn Affairs,

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Elg{rlth Assembly Dem-
ocratic District Association, of Brooklyn, N indorsing House
bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolution of Maritime Association of New York, favoring
lpq—mlanon to pension members of the Life-Saving Service—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce

Also, memorial of the Merchants’ Association of New York, for
recxpromty with Cuba—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FOWLER: Resolutions of Boiler Makers’ Union No.
83, of Bayonne, N. J., and Painters and Paper Hangers’ Union
No. 223, Summil, N. J., favoring an educational test for restric-
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat-
uralization.

Also, resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 427, of Rahway,
N. J., agmnst the reduction of duty on cigars—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of Division No. 85, of Trenton, and Division
No. 74, of Elizabeth, N. J., Order of Railroad Talegraphers,

favarmg the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti- injunction bill—

to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolutions of Boiler Makers’ Union No. 33, Bayonne,
N. J., favormg the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion act—
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petmon of the Merchants’ Association
of New York for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GROSVENOR Petition of citizens of the Eleventh
Con ional district of Ohio, in favor of House bills 178 and 179,
for the repeal of the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means,

Also, resolution of Scioto Lodge, No. 77, Association of Ma-
chmwta Chillicothe, Ohio, favonng an educational restriction on
mngra.tlon—to the Comnmittee on Immigration and Naturaliza-

hon
Mr. HANBURY: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Association
of ew York, urging reciprocity with Cuba upon the basis of not
lﬁss than 40 per cent reduction—to the Committee on Ways and
eans.
Also resolution of the Maritime Association of the Port of New
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York, urging the ge of House bill 163, to pension employees
and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Machinists’ Lodge No. 440, Rockford,
II1., for the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

y Mr. HOLLIDAY: Resolution of Miller Post, No. 498, of
Avon, Ind., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the construc-
tion of Government vessels in navy-yards—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

Also, resolutions of Tailors’ Union No. 31; Vigo Lodge, No. 16,
Locomotive Firemen, of Terre Haute, and Mine Workers’ Union
No. 214, Brazil, Ind., against immigration from south and east of
Europe—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. KLUTTZ: Memorial of the Merchants’ Association of
New York, for reciprocity with Cuba—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Bﬁ Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of the Maritime Association
of the Port of New York, urging the passage of House bill 163,
to pension employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MAHONEY: Resolutions of At Last Lodge, No. 456,
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Chicago, I1l., in support
of the bill known as ** the Foraker-Corliss safety-appliance bill " —
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Harmonia Society of Chicago, I1l.,
favaring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier-General
Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the Library.

Also, resolutions of At Last Lodge, No. 456, of Chicago, I11.,
Railroad Trainmen, favorin%the passage of the Foraker-Corliss
safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. MARTIN: Resolutions of the Western South Dakota
Stock Growers’ Association, in opposition to the passage of the
Henry oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, resolutien of the same association, favoring the passage of
House bill No. 6565, known as the Grosvenor pure-fiber bill—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

. By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Merchants’ Association of
New York, in favor of reciprocity with Cuba—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of Mutual Lodge. No. 225, Association
of Machinists, favoring an educational qualification for immi-
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of John
Ennis Post, No. 47, St. Clair, Pa., Grand Army of the Republic,
favoring a bill providing pensions to certain officers and men in
the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age
and over, and increasing widows’ pensions to $12 per month—to
the Committee on Pensions.

Also, resolution of Mine Workers’ Umon No. 1685, Shenandoah,
Pa., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, paper to accompany House bill 13310, granting a pension
to Anna McGowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany House bill 13588, grant-
ing an increase of pension to Justus A. Chafee—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Paper to accompany House bill
granting a pension to Phebe A. Flynn—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Kansas for the recogni-
tion of the South African Republic and the Orange Free State—
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Protest of Woman’s Board of
Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church, against the passage
of House bill 12543, for the admission of the Territories of Ari-
zona and New Mexico to Statehood—to the Committee on the
Territories.

By Mr. TATE: Papers to accompany House bill 11395, grant-
ing a pension to Mary Pitman, widow of Capt.W. D. Pitman—to
the Committee on Pensions.

Also, papers toaccompany House bill granting a pension to Arelia
C. Pool, widow of Haden S. A. Pool—to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

Also, paper to accompany House bill 13707, granting a pension
to Andrew J. Sanders—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany
House bill for the relief of the heirs of Joseph R. Bell—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. VREELAND: Resolutions of Steel Cabinet Workers’
Union, of Jamestown, and Trades and Labor Union, of Olean,
N. Y., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization,

SENATE.
THURSDAY, April 17, 1902.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. M1LBURN, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CLAY, and by unanimous con-
sent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Journal
will stand approved. It is approved.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of Local Union No. 74,
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Pensacola,
Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation providing an edu-
cational test for immigrants to this country; which was referred
to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. PLATT of New Yor Freﬁented a pefition of the Board of
Trade and Transportation of New York, N. Y., praying for the
enactment of legislation allowing the payment of a drawback in
cases where certain imported materials can not be positively iden-
tified, provided like materials of at least the same value have been
nsed in the manufacture of the exported articles; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Vigo Lodge, No. 16,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Terre Haute, Ind., pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers
from the United States and their insular possessions; which was
ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented a petition of Kokomo Lodge, No. 463, Inter-
national Association of Machinists, of Kokomo, Ind., praying for
the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for im-
migrants to this country; which was referred to the Committee
on Immigration.

He also presented a petfition of Tecumseh Lodge, No. 402,
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Lafayette, Ind., praying
for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; to limit
the meaning of the word *‘ conspiracy ’’ and the use of ** restrain-
ing orders and injunctions’ in certain cases, and remonstrating
against the adoption of any substitute therefor; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of Samuel Blaemire and 59 other
citizens of Hobart, Ind., praying for the adoption of an amend-
ment to the internal-revenue law relative to the tax on distilled
spirits; which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. DILLINGHADM presented a petition of Horse Nail Workers’

| Local Union No. 9487, of Vergennes, Vt., praying for the enact-

ment of legislation providing an educational test for immi ts
to this country; which was referred to the Committee on %mmi-
gration. -

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a memorial of 80 citizens of
Lewisand Clarke County, Mont., remonstrating against the enact-
ment of legislation providing for the leasing of the public do-
main; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

Mr. RAWLINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Utah;
of sundry citizens of southern Utah; of sundry citizens of Mo-
have County, Ariz., and of sundry citizens of Fredonia, Ariz.,
praying for the annexation to Utah of that portion of the Terri-
tory of Arizona lying north of the Colorado River; which were
referred to the Committee on Territories.

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Lodge No. 621, Brotherhood
of Railroad Trainmen, of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage

| of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of
| the word “* conspiracy ** and the use of * restraining orders and

injunctions’ in certain cases, and remonstrating against the
adoption of any substitute therefor; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

Mr. DEPEW presented the memorial of Levi Copeland and 36
other citizens of West Hebron, N. Y., remonstrating against the
reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Republican district com-
mittee of the twenty-eighth assembly district of New York
County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation authoriz-
ing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the coun-
try: which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

He also presented a petition of the Congress Club, of Brooklyn,
N. Y..praying for the enactment of legislation toincrease the pay
of letter carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-
Offices and Post-Roads. )

He also presented petitions of Ship Carpenters and Joiners’
Local Union No. 9208, of Elm Park; of Pressmen’s Local Union
No. 9331, of Lockport; of the Trades Assembly of Norwich; of
United Neckwear Cutters’ Local Union No. 6939, of New York
City; of Laborers’ Protective Union No. 9512, of Ticonderoga; of
Hudson River Lodge, No. 365, of Troy, and of Loyal Lodge, No.
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